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ABSTRACT 

The product of a needs .assessment (via a, 627 aailed 
questionnaires) in lowa^s xural Region 1, this report exemplifies 
need assessment techniques designed to assist local residents, their 
leaders, area change agents, ,^ahd ^regional groups in* making coaaunity 
decisions for rural apeas# The survey used to deverop this databook 

"requested inforaation re: evaluations of Selected services; 
opportunities and socl.al factors operating at the local community 
level; the level of improvement necessary for services and 
opp6rtunitie4;^ perceptions of an ideal community; attitudes toward 
the community; and respondent characteristics* Inforaation is 
presented in tabular form by tommunity size (the 27 communities 

' surveyed were divided as follows: 499 or less; 50-999; 1,000-2,499; 
' 2^500-9,999; and 10,000 or more)* Comprised primarily of tables and 

• data, the contents of this report include: a brief introduction; a 
brief description of the study coamunities; the household sampling 

^^plan (every other respondent was male); mail questionnaire 
consttuction; mail questionnaire strategy; brief additional comments; 
social factors in the community; community services; community 
opportunities; changing selected community factors; attitudes toward 
community;- land use and the environment; quality of life; friends and 
relatives, in the community; respondent characteristics; additional 
tables (a summary re: questionnaire return) ; and a^lditional community 
comments (positive 'vs negativ-e) . (JC) ^ 
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STUDYING YOUR COMMUNITY: DATA BOOK 



INTRODUCTION 



A major thrust of the 1972 Rural Development Act (RDA '72) concerned the quality of life in rural America. 
Briefly, one of the goals of that act was to make rural America a more attractive place to liye. A step 
necessary in reaching this goal involves evaluating the present status of rural residents and learning their 
interests in improving local life. The study reported here was undertaken in the belief that citizen opinions 
on the quality of life in Iowa communities should be taken into account in the formation of public policies 
for r^ural and urban areas. 

A mail questionnaire completed by 4,627 Region V (Iowa Office for Planning and Programming) inhabitants 
gathered Information local residents, their leaders, and area change agents (county extension personnel; regional 
groups) should find helpful in making future community decisions. The survey requested information on evalua- 
tions of selected services, opportunities, and social factors operating at the local community level;' suggestions 
of level of improvement necessary in services ahd opportunities; perceptions of an ideal community on the social 
factors; other attitudes' toward the conranunity; and respondent characteristics. 

The survey used to obtain the data was funded through Title V of RDA '72, in cooperation with the Iowa 
Agriculture and Home Economics Experiment Station and the Iowa Cooperative Extension program. A proposal to 
conduct this research was approved by the R^egional Title V Advisory Committee (OPP Region V residents), and 
the State Title V Advisory Council (Iowa residents). 



>STUOY COMHUNITIES 

• ^ Because time and finances ruled out studying all 61 Incorporated communities In Region V (Calhoun, Hamilton, 
Humboldt, Pocahontas, Webster, Wright counties), certain procedures were instituted to select communities for 
study. Two variables were used to classify all communities: population size and population-change I960 - 1970 
(Table A)- • ' ^ ^ 



Table A. Communities in QPP Region V by 
selected for study) . 


Size and 


Populat Ion 


Change 


(with number of communities 












SIZE OF COMMUNITY 






POPULATION CHANGE 
i960 to 1970 


A 99 


0^ Less 


500- 


■999 


• 

1 ,000-2,499 


2,500-9,999 


10,000 or More 


Increased 10^ or more 


5 


(3) 


2 




2 


(2) 


1 


(1) 


1 (1) 


Increased less than ]0% 


3 


(2) 


3 


(1) 


3 


(3) 


1 


(1) 


0 


Remal ned the same 


1 
1 




\J 




0 




0 




0 


Decreased less than ]0% 


10 


(2) 


5 


(1) 


3 


(3) 


2 


(2) 


0 


Decreased ]0% or more 


16 


(3) 


3 


(1) 


0 




• 0 




0 


(Nunber of Communities Studied) 




' (10) 








(8) 




W 


(1) 


TOTAL NUMBER OF COMMUNITIES 

'r 


35 




13 




8 








1 
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Fort Dodge, the only community In the region greater than 10,000 was Included, as were all communities between 
2,500 and 9,999 (Clarion, Eagle Grove, Humboldt, Webster City) after a decision was made to select at least four 
communitins from each population size category. In the remaining three size categories, choices were available. 
Selection was guided by geographical dlspfjrslon across counties. Inclusion of growing and declining communltl'is 
In every county, and representativeness o1 the community to others In that specific category. , 
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\ Four of the eight communities containing from 1,000 through 2rA99 residents (Lake CI ty^,' Uurens, 
Po^jahontas, Rockwell City) were originally selected. However, the remal ning fbur (Belmond, Cowrie, Jewell, 
Hanson)ywere Included at the request of area resldetfts, members of the regional X'tle V committee, and extension 
personnel .>^--T he-four sampje communities In the 500 - 993- population- category; were Dayton,- Goldf-leld, Lehigh,' 
and LIvermore. Badger, Cal lender, .Clare, Farnhamvl 1 !e, Havelock, Renwick, Rowan, Stanhope, Thor,"^nd Vincent 
were the 10 communities selected for study f rom thd' 35 available with popu-l^tjons* less than 500. The 27 
communities studied are Indicated on Map 1. . 
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Map 1. Communities In OPP Region V Selected for Study., 
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HOUSEHOLD SAMPLING PLAN 

i 



„. (luesJtlonnal res. were mai led to .potential respondents identified from telephone and other utility lists. ^ 

Attempts were made to include only households within the incorporated limits of each* commun i ty. In a few 
instances, responses were received from people living outside the incorporated area. For each community, 
the total number of questionnaires sent (sample) depended, on the numffer'of households Ij sted ' (population) ; 
In small communities, a large proportion of the households were contacted* so that a representative return ^ ^ 
would be realized. However, progressively smaller proportions were selected as community size increased. 
This was done because a statistically representative 'sampl d requires a. larger proportion of a ^:ommunity 
with 500 residents than one with 5,000 inhabitants.. 

Within each household selected, a preferred respondent was designated. This was done on an alternating 
male-'female basis. In one sample household, an adult male would be requested to respond; in the next, an 
adult female household member was asked to complete the questionnaire, f If the preferred adult was not present, 
then an adult of the opposite sex was to fill-'in the instrument. This procedure was employed to yield a sample 
including sufficient .numbers of males and females and to avoid problems associated with determining the '*head*' 
of the h<^useho1d. 



MAIL QUESTIONNAIRE CONSTRUCTION 

To obtain information in the selected communities, a questionnaire was developed. Some questions were 
drawn from previous studies, while others were generated from dlscusslo'ns with colleagues, students, and area 
residents. The questionnaire was first critiqued by Iowa State University associates. After many changes 
were made, a revised questionnaire was pretested in Jewel K 

In the pretest everything that was to be part of the final study was tried, Difficulties observed were 
corrected prior to expansion of the study to the other communities. Some questions were deleted, wording was 
changed on v^hers, and a few questions were added. The final vfersion of the instrument is included on the 
following pages. A thorough review of the questions dsked provides an* opportunity to determine the general 
scope of the instrument, helps locate questions on comparable topics, and assists assessment of responses to 
Individual items. 
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A 1975 STUDY OF WHAT RESIDENTS 
THINK ABOUT THIS COMMUNITY. 

PLEASE ANSWER AU QUESTIONS. 
IF YOU WANT TO ADD COMMENTS, 
PLEASE USE MARGINS' OR THE LAST 
PAGE.^ YOUR EXTRA COMMENTS WILL 
BE READ AJiD TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR HELP. 

D«. WILLIS 60UDY 
COMMUNITY STUDIES PROJECT 
/ EAST HALL 

IOWA STATE UNIVERSITY AMES IOWA 
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Here are some statements about this community . Indicate whether you feel each one 
(I) definitely describes this communf ty wel 1 » (2) describes this community, 
(J) may or may not describe this community, (M does not describe this community, 
o7 (S) definitely does not describe this community at all. 



STATEMENTS ABOUT 
THIS COMMUNITY 



To what extent does this statement 
describe this commun ity? 
(circle number of \'Qur answer) 


DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 




OEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THIS COMMUNITY 
AT ALL 



1 Residents know each other 

"2 Residents participate In cotwnunlty affairs 

3 Conflict usually doesn't take plact between 

people or groups In this community 

U Residents see this community as the 

center of their lives.... 

5 This community Is effective In dealing 

with Its problems 

6 Residents are similar to each other 

7 Power to make community decisions Is shared by 

residents in this community 

8 This community has a variety of clubs and 

organizations to join 

9 Residents depend on other communities for goods 

and services needed for day-to-day living 

10 This cofwnunlty controls It present affairs, 
without Tounty, region, s^tatf, or national 
groups telling it what to do 

n Neighborhoods control theJr affairs, without this ' 
community as a whole telling them what to do.. 

12 local residents control their own affairs, without 

neighborhoods, this community, or other groups 
telling them whdt to do 

13 Residents have pride In this community 

\U Anyone who wants to Is welcome »o live 

in this community 



IS Residents o»:cupy different social levels (more t lan 
one social class In this community) 



2 



3 



5 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM LOCATED ON-PAGE; 

27 
28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 . / 

63 

53 

3^ 
35 

36 
37 

38 

39 18 
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0-2 Now please rate the services and facilities of this coffimunity . Again, Indicate 
v,hether you feel the statement (D definitely describes this community well. 
(2) describes this conrounlty, flT may or may not describe this cormtMnlty, 
Of) d oes not describe this conmunlty, or (q) definitely does not describe this 
coiwnunlty at all. 



ITEMS 

1 Good utilities (electricity, gas, water).. 

2 Good police protection 

3 Good fire protection 

h Good street lighting and maintenance 

5 Good w3Ste disposal and sewage system.... 

6 Good shopping facilities for dally needs. 

7 Good local governitient 

..8 Good welfare program for people In need.. 

9 Good health care 

10 Housing available to rent or buy 

11 Fair treatment on local tax policies 

12 Good employment opportunities 

13 Good educational opportunities 

1*1 Good religious opportunities 

15 Good recreational opportunities 



To what extent does this statement 
describe this community? 
(Circle number of your answer) 



DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 



|6 Good opportunities for citizen Involvement In 
local government 



17 Good cultural opportunities (such as library, 
theater, art, music, local celebrations) 



o^ n 
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18 Good programs and activities for youth 

19 GDOd programs and activities for senior citizens... 

20 Public transportation available 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THlfC^MMUNITY 
AT ALL 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM LOCATED ON PAGE; 

i»l 

hi 

k5 
ii6 

k7 
ii8 

^9 

50 . 
51 
55 
56 

57 
58 

59 

60 
61 
62 
52 



§0 



How much do you think the foMowing items need to be ^Improved in this coffrounity? 
Indicate whether each item needs to be Improved much» some, or none. 



ITEKS 



How much does this item 
need to be improveO 
in this community? 
(Circle answer) 



1 Utilities (electricity, gas, water) MUCH SOME NONE 

2 Police protection HUCH SOHE NONE 

3 Fire protection MUCH SOME NONE 

k Street lighting and maintenance MUCH SOME MOHl 

5 Waste disposal and sewage system MUCH SOME NONE 

6 Shopping facilities for daily needs MUCH SOME NONE 

7 Local government MUCH SOME NONE 

8 Welfare program for people in need MUCH SOME ^ NONE 

9 Health care SOME NONE 

IC Housing to rent or buy* HUCH SOHE NONE 

n Local tax policies HUCH SOHE NONE 

12 Employment opportunities HUCH SOHE NONE 

13 Educational opportunities HUCH SOHE NONE 

1*1 Religious opportunities HUCH SOHE NONE 

1$ Recreational opportunities HUCH SOHE NONE 

16 Opportunities for citizen Involvement In 

local government HUCH SOHE " NONE 

17 Cultural opportunities (such as librL.'y, 

theater, art, music, local celebrations) HUCH SOHE NONE 

18 Progra.T^s and aciivit'es for youth HUGH SOHE NONE 

19 Programs and activities for senior citizens HUCH SOHE NONE 

20 Public transportation HUCH SOHE NONE 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM LOCATED ON PAGE; 

i»2 
^3 
kk 

h5 

46 
47 

48 
49 
50 
51 
55 
56 

57 
58 

59 

60 
61 
62 
52 



Now wc wouJd like to knov/ about the cofrirunity in which you would most like to j'^e. 
Please indicate what you think the ideal community would be on each of the following 
statements. Indicate whether you feel the statenKjnt 0) definitely describes the 
ideal cocmunity well, (2) describes the ideal cocmjnity. (3) may O'' ^^fY "O describe 
the ideal connunlty. f^T dees not describe the ideal cornmunity. or (5)_ cle _ f in i tel y 
does not describe the Tdcal comfPunity at all. 



STATEMENTS ABOUT 
THE IDEAL COMMUNITY 



To what extent does this statement 
describe the ideal corrmunity? . 
(Circle number of your answer) 



DEFINITELY* 
DESCRIBES THE 
IDEAL COMMUNITY 
WELL 



1 Residents know each other 

2 Residents participate in coinmunity affairs 

3 Conflict usually doesn't take place between 

people or groups in the community »■ 

k Residents see the community as the 

center of their I ives 

5 The co<wunity is effective in dealing 

wi th i ts problems » . . . . 

•6 Residents are similar to ea^h other / 

i Pbwer to nake community decisions is Shared by 

' resident^rjn ^he community ^ ^- * ■ ■ ■ 

8 'The coctOTunity has a variety of clubs and 

organisations to join 

<) Residents depend on other communities for goods 

and services needed for day-to-day living 

10 T he con<nuni ty_ controls its present affairs, 
without county, region, state, or national 
groups telling it what to do 

n N eiqhborHoods control their affairs, without the 
" co(T«iunity as a whole telling them what to do 

12 l ocal residents control their own affairs, without 

neighborhoods, the community, or other groups 
telling them what to do 

13 Residents have pride in the community 

\k Anyone who warits to is welcome to live 

In the comitHjni ty • 

15 Residents occupy different social levels (more than 
one social class In the community) 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT_ DESCRIBE 
THE IDEAL COMMUNITY 



AT ALL 



/ 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM LOCATED ON PAGE: 

• 27 
28 



29 

■30 

31 
32 

33 

63 
53 

35 

36 
37 

38 

39 



24 
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Q-5 



i 



tn trying -to build idefl ccorunltles, tt^-^^y bt more difficult to change some Items 
♦Ih.a community than others. If this comwiinlty were to attempt to chan3e each one, 
'ihdicate whether you'th'ink It would-be (1) very difficult to change this, {2) difficult , 

(3) somewhar di fficult or somewhat easy , jU) easy , or (5) very easy to change this 

iTem In thls'cofflmunUy. 



How difficult would it bn to chang 
this Item In this community? 
(Circle number of your answer) i 



VERY OlFFl^LT 
TO QHANGE 





VERY EASY 




TO CHANGE 



Employment opportunities.../..: 1 

Heal th care *. 1 

Shopping facilities for daily nt^' Js ....... » 1 

Housing to buy or rent...... 1 

P/ogr^ms and activities for youth.'.... 1 

Programs and actlvlt les for^senior citizens 1 

Part Iclpat ion-of residents in comm^y^i^ affairs 1 



8 How effect lvely#thls community dea.^ ^ 
with its problems ^ A. . 



1 



9 Control this community has over Its present affairs. 1 

i 

10 Distribution of power to make community decisions... 1 




/ 



Q-6 Would you say you feci "at home" in' this community? (Circle one nunber) 



1 OEFINiTELY NOT 

2 PROBABLY NOT 

3 PROBABLY 

^1 DEFINITFLY 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM LOCATED ON PAGE 

65 
65 
66 
66 
67 
67 
68 



68 

69 
69 

71 



Q-7 What interest do you have in knowing what goes on in this com(nunity? {Clrcje one number) 



1 NO INTEREST 

2 SOHE INTEREST 

3 HUCH INTEREST 



71 



25 



Q-8 Suppose that for some reason you had to move away from this community. How sorry 
or pledsed would you be to leave? (Circle one number) 

1 VERY SORRY % 

2 QUITE SORRY 

3 IT WOULDN'T MAKE ANY DIFFERENCE ONE WAf OR THE OTHER ^ 
k QUITE PLEASED 

5 VERY PLEASED 



72 
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Q-9 Oo you think you will be residing In this comnnjnlty five years from now? (Circle 

1 ND, DEFINITELY NOT 

2 NO, PROBABLY NOT 

3 YES. PROBABLY 

k YE3. OEFINITELY 

Q-10 'OO you think this co<™nunUy was larger In population In 1970 than it was In I960 
(Circle one nurrfcer) 

1 NO 

2 YES 



Q-n Do you think this cormjnity will be larger In population In I980 than it was In 1970? 
(Circle one number) , 

' 1 NO 
2 YES 

0-12 Over the past five years, would you say this cocnmuni ty has become better as a 
place to live, worse , or stayed about the same? (Circle one number; 

' \ BETJ.ER 

2 WOR^E 

3 ABOUT THE SAME 

Q-13^ Here are some statements about this community. V*""""' }<:A?^?ron^iv 

things locar residents may think about. Please indicate whether you SA) Strongly 
Agree . (A) Aaree. are (U) Undecided , (O) Disagree , or (SO) Strongly Disagree with 
these sta'temchts. 



I People won't work together to get things done 
for this community 



To what extent do you 
agree or disagree with 
this statement? 
(Circle your answer) 



2 The future of this community looks bright 

3 ihis conrounlty is good enough as it is without 

starting any new community Improvement programs. 



I would feel ;'at home" no m:»tter what community I lived In. 
This community has good leaders 

Residents of this community continually look for new 
solutions to problems rather than being satisfied 
with things as the/ are 



SA 
SA 

SA 
SA 
SA 

SA 



Hot much can be said in favor of this community SA 



8 Residents of other communities In this afea hold good 
opinions of this commudlty 



9 This community Is an Ideal place to live. 



SA 
SA 



A 
A 

A 
A 
A 

A 
A 

A 
A 



U 

U ' 

U 
U 
U 

U 
U 

U 
U 



D 
0 

D 
D 
D 

D 
0 

D 
0 



SD 
SO 

SD 
SD 
SD 

SD 
SD 

SD 
SD 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM LOCATED ON PAGE; 



116 



73 
73 



72 



76 
76 

77' 
77 
78 



78 
79 

79 
80 



13 

28 



29 



To v.hal extent do you 
agree or disagree with 
this statement? 
(Cjrcle your answer) 

10 Residents v>f this cofrmunity get along v^ell with the 

people living in the surrounding rural area SA A U 0 SO 

11 "Younger residents of this conxnunity tend to stay here 

after completing high school SA A »J 0 SO 

Convnunity leaders are^willing to take economic chances 

to attract new industry to this community SA A U 0 SO 

13 This community's businessmen are openly 

competing with other communities for customers SA A U 0 ' SO 

l^i Tlie communities, townships, and counties of tH4s area 
should join together in one area-wide regional 

planning agency ■ SA A U 0 SO 

' 15 If regional consol idafiTJn of lopal governmental services 
would save money and keep taxes down, I would be 

in favor of consolidating these service? SA A U 0 SO 

16 If local governmental services were consolidated In a 

regional center, these sen»ices would probably 

get better than they now are In this community SA A U 0 SO 

17 Conflict is a sign of a healthy community SA A U 0 SO 

l8v It is better to live in sma.H^r towns thaivUn 

larger cities • SA A U 0 SO 

19 Changes are desirable even if they do not ^cem to 

contribute as much as one might expect SA A U 0 SO 

20 Even if the newer ways ccjiflict with -the way things were 

done in tKe past, they are absolutely necessary 

and dc.i.able : SA A U 0 SO 

21 The most rewarding organizations a person can belong to 

are local clubs and associations rather than' large 

nation-wide organizations SA A U 0 SO 

* 

22 Despite all the neiiSpapcr and TV coverage, national and 

international liappenings rarely seem as interesting as 
events that occur right in 'he local community in 

which one 1 ivcs " " SO 

23 No doubt many newcomers to the community are capable 

people, but when it cents to choosing a person foi a 
rcsponsiblp position In the (Omunity, I prefer a person 

whose family is v;el l-cstabl i'.hed in the conmunity SA A U 0 SO 

2'< Big cities may have their place but the local community 

is the backbone of America SA A U 0 SO 

25 I t^ave greater ruspect for a person who is well-established 
^s^ in the local tommunity than a person who Is widely known 
\ in his or her occupation but who has no local roots SA A U 0 SO 
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Which statement on population chbnge do you think would be best for this conwunlty 
over the next ten* years? (Circle one number) 

1 INCREASE OF 10^ OR HORE 

2 INCREASE, BUT LESS THAN 10^ 

3 NO CHANGE FROM PRESENT POPULATION SIZE 
^ DECREASE, BUT LESS THAN \0% 

5 DECREASE OF \0% OR MORE 



Soflw people seem to be most concerned with economic growth; others are most 
concerned with environmental quality . Which of the following best Jescrlb-ss 
your'feellngs on the economy and environment? (Circle one nuir^er) 

1 I AM MOST CONCERNED WITH ECONOMIC GROWTH EVEN IF THE - 

QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT IS REDUCED 

2 I AM ABOUT EQUALLY CONCERNED WITH ECONOMIC GROWTH AND 

THE QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT 

3 I AH MOST CONCERNED WITH THE QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT 

EVEN IF ECONOMIC GROWTH IS REDUCED 
k I AM NOT VERY CONCERNED WITH EITHER ECONOMIC GROWTH 
OR ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 



Q-16 One area of concern is howMand in Iowa is to be used. Which of the following 

land use proposals best described what yoo feel should be done? (Circle one number) 

1 NO LAND USE PLANNING OR CONTROL BY LOCAL, COUNTY, REGIONAL, 

STATE, OR NATIONAL AUTHORITIES 

2 LIMITED LAND USE PLAHN'ING AND CONTROL BY LOCAL, COUNTY, REGIONAL, 

STATE. OR NATIONAL AUTHORITIES 

3 FAIRLY STRICT LAND USE PLANNING AND CONTI^OL BY LOCAL, COUNTY, 

REGIONAL, STATE, OR NATIONAL AUTHORITIES 
ti VERY STRICT LAND USE PLANNING AND CONTROL BY LOCAL, COUNTY, 
REGIONAL, STATE, OR NATIONAL AUTHORITIES 



Q-17 What policy should exist with respect to farm land? (Circle one number) 

1 ALLOW FARMERS AND POTENTIAL BUYERS TO BUY AND SELL AS THEY WISH 

2 ENCOURAGE CONTINUED USE OF LAND FOR AGRKUtTURAL PURPOSES THROUGH 

PREFERENTIAL TAXATION AND OTHER INCENTIVES 

3 PRESERVE LAND FOR AGRICULTURAL PURPOSES THROUGH RESTRICTING 

FARMERS OR POTENTIAL BUYEPS FROM CONVERTING IT TO OTHER USES 

0-18 If farm land ar.i open green space are to be kept from being converted to other uses, 
there may be less land available for building homes .n rural areas, ^^^Is may mean 
rural home sites will cost more, and more new homes will have to be constructed 
wUhin existing towns and cities. Under these conditions, which would you prefer? , 
(Circle one number) 

1 PRESERVE FARMLAND AND/OR OPEN GREEN SPACE ^ 

2 CONVERT FARMLAND AND/OR OPEN GREEN SPACE TO HOMES ITES^ 

JURN PAGE CAREFULLY 
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Q-19 Here are some concerns affecting people today. Please Indicate l>ow satisfied you 
arewitn each one. Indicate whether you are (0 very satisfied , {2) satisfied , 
^}) aS^HllL* d'ssatlsf led , or (5) very dissatisfied with each concern. 



CONCERNS 



I" Your residence (house, apartment, room) as 
a^ place to live 



2 Your particular neighborhood as a place to live. 

3 Your coflwun tty as a place to 1 ive 

U How interesting your day to day life Is 

5 The amount of fun and enjoyment you. have 



6 The extent to which you can adjust to 
changes In your llfe....^. 



7 The extent to which you are developing 
yourself and broadening your life.... 



8 The extent to which your physical needs are met. 

9 How fairly you get treated 

10 How secure you are financially '. ... 

11 Yourself 

12 The quality of life in your conmunity 

13 Your life as a whole these days 



How satisfied are you 
with each concern? 
(circle number of your answer) 



VERY 




SATISFIED 





VERY 
DISSATISFIED 



Q-20 How often do you have trouble in talking to other people you meet? (Circle one number) 

1 ALWAYS 

2 OFTEN 

3 NOW AND THEN 
^ SELDOM 

5 NEVER 

Q-21 Do you consider yourself to be a leader in this community? (Circle one number) 

1 NO 

2 YES 



Q-22 JO you think other community residents consider you to be a leader In 
this community? (Circle one number) ^ 

1 NO 

2 YES 
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Finally, we would Iik« to ask a few questions about yourself. Please fill 
or circle one nunber on each question. 



In the blank 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM 
LOCATED ON PAGE: 



RESPONSES TO THIS ITEM 
LOCATED ON PAGE: 



Q-23 How raany years have you lived 

In this community? 

^ YEARS 

(I'Zk How many years have you lived 
In your present residence? 

YEARS 



Q-25 Your age* 



Q-31 




YEARS 



(1-26 Your sex. 

1 HALE 

2 FEMALE 

Q-27 Your marital status. 



NEVER MARRIED 
NOV HARRIED 
SEPARATED 
DIVORCEO 
WIDOWED 



Q-28 Kow many children under I8 are 
living at home with you? 

N UMBER 

(Write In 0 If none) 

Q-29 How many people are living 
In your household? 
N UMBER 

Q-30 How many cf your friends live In 
this cocwnuni ty? 

1 ALL 

2 HOST 

3 HALF OR LESS 
k NONE 

5 I HAVE ONLY ONE Oft TWO 
FRIENDS. OR NONE. 



106 

106 
107 
108 

108 



109 

109 
103 



How many of all your adult relatives and 
In-laws live In this community (do not 
Include the very distantly related ones 
and those In your household)? 

1 ALL 

2 HOST 

3 HALF OR LESS 
k NONE 

5 I HAVE ONLY CHE OR TWO ADULT 
* RELATIVES, OR NONE. 



103 



Q-32' How «iany peoplt would you say you 
; know who live In this community? 

1 VERY MANY 

2 MANY 

3 A FEW 
^1 NONE 

Q"33 How riany organizations do you 
belong to? 

N UHBER 

TWrlte In 0 If none) 

Q-3'» Your education. 

1 NEVER ATTENDED SCHOOL 

2 SOHE GRADE SCHOOL 

3 COHPLETED GRADE SCHOOL 
k SOHE HIGH SCHOOL 

5 COHPLETED HIGH SCHOOL 

6 SOHE COLLEGE 

7 COHPLETED COLLEGE 

8 ADVANCED DEGREE AFTER 

COHPLETED COLLEGE 

Q-35 Your employment status. 

1 ' EHPLOYED FULLTIME 

2 EHPLOYED PARTTIHE 

3 UNEHPLOYED AND LOOKING FOR WORK 
^1 RETIRED 

5 FULLTIHE HOHEMAKER 

6 FULLTIHE STUDENT 

7 OTHER (please specify) 



Q-36 Your present occupation If employed. 



TITLE AND KIND OF WORK 

Q-37 Your approximate family Income, 
before taxes, In 197'*. 

1 ' LES5 THAN $3,000 

' 2 $3,000 - $5,999 

3 $6,000 " $8,999 

k $9,000 - $11,999 

5 $12,000 - $1^1,999 

6 $15,000 - $2'»,999 

7 $25,000 AND OVER 



10^ 



110 



111 ' 



112 



113 



11^ 
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is there anything else you would like to tell us about your coirwunlty? 
If so, please use this space for that purpose. 

Also, any comments you wish to rwke that you think way help us In futui 
•f forts to umlerftand cowunltles like your$ will bt appreclat«<*, t\th 
here or in a separate letter. 



Your contribution to this effort Is very greatly appreciated* 
If you vrould like a summary of results, please print your name and 
address on the back of the return envelope (NOT on this 
questionnaire)* We will see that you get a copy. 
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MAIL QUESTIONNAIRE STRATEGY 



A technique noted for obtaining relatively high rates of response was used. This technique was based on 
personalization and perseverance. Fou** mailings were involved. The first include^ a questionnaire, a postage- 
paid return envelope, ?.nd a letter of explanation. The name of a household was typed on each letter, and the 
letters were Individually signed. One week later a postcard was sent to all potential .respondents thanking 
those people already returning their questionnaires and requesting a\] others to ma j 1 them promptly. Each 
postcard was Individually signed. Those identified by the post office as deceased or moved from the community 
we^'e excluded from this and all subsequent mailings. 

Tvfo weeks following the postcard, a second letter-questionnaire-return envelope was sent to those not yet 
responding. This letter requested complianco. and was pers9nallzed In a manner similar to the first. Finally, 
a certified letter was sent seven weeks after the first contact to those "households not listed as sending in a 
completed instrument or notice of refusal- Again each letter was individually signed, and had a name typed on It. 

While returns varied by community, the final return irate totaled 78^ of those eligible. This compares^ 
favorably with similar studies uMng these techniques, and !s much higher than mos,t large-scale ma i 1 question- 
naire studies. Table B include^ information on the return r^tes for all communi ties, .plus sufficient Information 
for computing these rates. 
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Table B. Hail Questionnaire Return Rates 
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Lake City 


800 




Hanson 


• 751 


It 0 


Rockwell City 






Ham{ 1 ton-County 






Jewell-' 
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■10 


208 


130 


14 


13 


9 


157 


109 


5 


3 


2 


kk2 


308 


9 


1 1 


12 


hOO 


297 


7 


10 . 


9 


178 


109 


10 


3 


J. 


156 


123 


5 


2 


1 


87 


62 


1 


10 


2 


88 


69 


1 


0 


4 


305 


223 


11 


10 


10 


337 


234 


9 


18 


9 


145 


96 


5 


26 


4 


149 


104 


1 


8 


2 


66 


42 


0 


5 


2 


274 


185 


10 


13 


7 


480 


288 


15 


41 


17 


259 


184 


0 


4 


5 


203 


142 


3 


10 


3 


68 


55 


0 


0 


0 



C 

0) 

0) 0) 

2: a: 



c ^ 

0) 03 

4-> tn 
<-» 3 
— u- 

L. 0) 



0) 

in — 0) 

3 *J *J 

L- W 

0) 0) 0) 

q: o -J 



0) 
tn 
c 
o 

Q. 
tn 

O 0) 



c 
o 

0) 



Q. 0) 
E ^ 
O C3 



0 


3 


1 
1 




Qo '39' 


3 


6 


7 


45 


80.7% 


1 


7 


5 


69 


12.1% 


2 


12 


28 


41 

* 


73.3% 


0 


1 


2 


39 


75.6% 


0 


2 


21 


15 


74.1% 


3 


12 


16 


71 . 


75.7% 


3 


11 


12 


51 


80. U 


0 


5 


1 1. 
1*1 


33 


bl .1% 


3 


3 


6 


1 3 




1 


1 


0 


10 


OH. 9? 


0 


1 


0 


13 


83.1% 


0 


• 7 


23 


21 


81.4% 


1 


12 


4 


50 


78.0% 


2 


1 


0 


11 


88.9% 


1 


3 


4 


26 


75.9% 


0 


1 
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41 
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Clarion 1130 31.9. 360 ^73 9 J J 7 1 ^9 «^ 7| 

Eagle Grove 1502 26.3. 395 283 1? ? ? ? l \l 88 6. 

Goldfleld 279 74.2. 207 ^ 163 J 5 \ \ J J Ssl. 

Rowan 121 ' 96.7. 117 87 3 10 1 1 1 0 l** ^5-3^ 



TOTALS 6580 



1*627 176 297 150 37 136 179 978 78.2. 



Whe smaller the -commun I ty. then the larger the proportion of households selected to yield a statistically 
appropriate sample. 

. Wlcally Incapable included those ill. hospitalized, senile, judged incapable by others, ^"^^^^"^^^^^^j'^' "9 
' they were not capable (these were included only if they claimed they were too old and/or never got out of the 
house; others claiming they were not capable were counted as refusals). 

^New residents included respondents who claimed they had not lived long enough in the community to .:ake valid 
judgments. 

^Completion rate: 

' - SS^Hgf^nar^^ ^ Left Uommun I ty^ Physically Incapab le . New Resident) 

5jewell was the community In which the mall questionnaire was pretested; the proportion of households sampled was 
.smaller than normal because this was a pretest situation. 

^The number of ho],eholds In Havelock scheduled for study was nearly 100. of the total Identified However another 

resampling was conducted for any resident initially drawn for both studies so that few. if any, households 
questionnaires from both studies. 

ERIC 4 2 43 21 



'Two*"- Information sources can be utilized to determine how closely the returns represent all lo9al community 
residents. First, U. S. ctensus materials provide comparable Information on selected variables. Table C shows 
that on marital status and age, the 1975 study figures are quite similar to the 1970 census data In each community. 



Table C 1970 Census Data and 1975 Study Data on Marital Status and Acje. 


POPULATION 
COMMUNITY CHANGE 
1960-1970 


1970' CENSUS: MARITAL STATUS 

Never 

Married Married Separated Widowed Divorced 


1975 STUDY: MARITAL STATUS ' 

Never 

Married Married Separated Widowed Divorced 



ERIC 
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Humboldt +1,6^ 

.Eagle Grove + 2% 

Webster City - 0^ 

Clarion - 8^ 

Pocahontas +16^ 

Manson +11^ 

Gowrle + 9* 
Rockwell City + 

Jewell + '^l 

Laurens - 2% 

Belmond - (>% 

Lake City -10% 

Dayton +1 U 

Goldfleld + S% 

Llvermore - (>Z 

Lehigh -13% 

Badger +37% 

Vincent +18% 

Cal lender +18% 

Stanhope + 5% 

Clare + 2% 

Farnhamvi 1 le- - '♦% 

Thor - 9% 

R'enwick -10% 

Havelock -l'»% 

Rowan - 1 5% 

'TOTALS + 5^ 



11% 
]k% 

"13% 
1 1% 

12% 
12% 
10% 
10% 
10% 

9% 
1 1% 

9% 

1 1% 
11% 
11% 
12% 

11% 
11% 
12% 

7% 
2i»% 

9% 
12% 
12% 
12% 
10% 



70 
71 
71 

70 
70 
72 
71. 
72 
75 
75 
69 

73 
Ik 
68 
73 

77 
8i» 
72 
77 
65 
75 
75 
72 
70 
65 

70 



1 
i 
1 

0 

0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

1 
1 

1 

0 

1 
1 

1 

0 
0 

1 
1 
1 

0 

1 
1 
1 



12 

13 
11 
15 

1^. 
15 
15 

17 
16 
13 
12 
18 

13 
12 

19 
1 1 

9 

k 

\k 
]k 
10 

15 
12 

17 
22 

13 



2 
2 
k 
2 

3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 

3 
2 
1 

3 

2 
0 
2 
2 
0 
1 
1 
1 

0 
2 



8% 
6% 
7% 

n 

8% 
6% 
9% 
6% 
8% 
'»% 
7% 
5% 

6% 
6% 
8% 
3% 

6% 

7% 
8% 
k% 
7% 
■5% 
8% 
5% 
3% 
6% 

'6% 



75 
75 
77 
72 

71 
7'* 
70 
70 

75 
76 
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73. 

78 
70 
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75 
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Ih 
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1 
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2 
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COMMUNITY 


1970 CENSUS: AGE GROUPS 
]Q-2k 25-3'^ 35-'»'» '•575^ 55-64 


65-74 


75 + 


18-24 


1975 STUDY: AGE GROUPS 
25-34 35-44 45^54 55-64 65-74 


75 + 


Fort Dodge 


]7% 


16 


- 16 


17 


14 


10 


10 


, 6* 


21 


16 


24 


15 


"12 


6 


Humboldt 


11* 


17 


17 


17 


14 


1 2 


.1 2 


1% 


14 


18 


19 


17 


14 


1 1 
1 1 


Eagle Grove 




15 


15 


15 


15 


1 3 


13 


b% 


15 


18 


14 


18 


19 


1 1 
1 1 


Webster City 


15* 


17 


17 


17 


14 


1 1 


1 0 


1 1 

1 \% 


16 


17 


19 


16 


12 


Q 
0 


C 1 a r I on 
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13 


15 


18 


16 


1 6 


1 2 


3% 


10 


15 


20 


21 


15 


1 f\ 


Pocahontas 




17 




1 5 


14 


1 6 


1h 
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17 


15 
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18 


1 5 


14 


15 
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1^ 


17 


14 
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16 


15 
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14 


15 
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20 


17 
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13 


Gowr 1 e 


9* 


13 


15 


12 


14 


19 
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\k 


11 


17 


13 


21 


14 


Rockwell City 


9* 


13 . 


\k 


17 


15 


17 


15 


4* 


17 


17 


15 


17 


16 


14 




9* 


16 


13 


1 5 


13 


20 


1 1. 

1 H 


H% 


23 


17 


16 


17 


16 


7 


Laurens 


1 1* 


15 


16 


18 


14 


14 


12 


7% 


13 


17 


21 


20 


13 


9 


Belmond 




16 


14 


18 


18 


13 


1 1 


8% 


15 


14 


14 


19 


19 


1 1 


Lake City 








18 


16 


18 


]k 


6% 


17 


12 


16 


18 


18 


12 


Dayton 


11% 




14 


1 1 


20 


\ b 


15 


5* 


14 


13 


20 


16 


21 


1 1 
1 1 


Goldf leld 


12% 


13 


' 14 


17 


17 


15 


1 2 


f% 


18 


12 


14 


1? 


16 


1 0 


Livermore 


9% 


12 


10 


21 


18 


15 


iH 


'iCif 
1% 


16 


16 


14 


23 


13 


1 1 


Lehigh 


13% 


17 


14 


18 


17 


1 1 


10 


0% 


1 1 


22 


16 


21 


12 


9 


Badger 


12* 


28 


16 


12 


14 
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7 




33 


19 


13 


13 


10 
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0 


Vincent 


12* 


\k 


13 


22 


14 


19 


6 


0% 


26 


16 


20 
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11* 


20 


16 


15 


13 


14 


12 


5% 


21 


14 


15 


19 


17 




Stanhope 
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17 


16 


13 


14 


I'D 


14 
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6* 


13 


14 


17 


16 


16 


1 0 


Clare 


13* 


18 


24 


18 


8 


10 


9 


2* 


19 


19 


24 


14 


12 


10 
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10* 


8 


14 


16 


19 


15 


18 


8* 


15 


8 


20 


16 


14 


20 


Thor 


3* 


12 


12 


19 


21 


14 


18 


8* 


13 


14 


16 


16 


24 


8 
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12* 


12 


11 


18 


16 


20 


1 1 


3* 


20 


13 


14 


24 


17 


9 


Havelock 


11* 


11 


9 


18 


15 


23 


14 


4* 


10 


4 


18 


13 


• 25 


24 


Rowan 


10* 


11 


13 


9 


18 


20 


19 


13* 


7 


10 


12 


20 


23 


16 


TOTALS 


\k% 


16 


15 


17 


15 


13 


11 


7* 


16 


15 


18 


18 


16 


11 



2^ 

Table Includes more detailed data on the larger stu&.y communities only (Clarion, Eagle Grove, Fort Dodge, 
Humboldt, Webster City). This information is not reported by the U.S. Bureau of the Census for communities 
smaller than 2,500. 



Table D. I96O Census Data, 1970 Census Data and 1975 Study Data on Education. Income and Occupation 
(Clarion^ Eagle Grove, Fort Dodge, Humboldt, Webster City only). 
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STUDY 
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STUDY 
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When Tables C and D are analyzed, it is apparent that in general the respondents were slightly less Hkely to be 
single or in the youngest age groups than census data suggested. Education, Jncome, and occupational levels of 
the respondents are minimally higher than the general population living In the five largest communities. However, 
when changes that have occurred from 197O to 1975 in the general population are considered, it appears the respondents 
represent a o'^neral cross-section of residents in the conmunities studied. 
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In a second attempt to judge the representativeness of mall questionnaire respondents, ^IntervJews were 
I". ^ attempted with people falling to return a mailed questionnaire In six of the communities: Glare, Olarlo'n, 
f: Fort Dodge, Lehigh, Pocahontas, and Stanhope. When these Interviews were added to mall responses, few differences 
f appeared. The^average age did Increase, and Income and education levels decreased slightly* But responses to 

I * the opinion questions seldom changed In any community be adding Interview responses, to mall answers'. Thus residents 
|; ' returning^ the mall questionnaires appeared to be representative of the-respect I ve communities In which they^eslded. 



ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

This data book suppl.ements the Individual community surmiarles prepared for respondents and others Interested 
In this study. All available Informat Ion -Is presented here, allowing a more detailed view of each community plus 
an opportunity to compare the communities. Interpretation of the data must take Into account certain study* 
limitations. First, ^pace was not provided for residents to write Ip and evaluate specific dimensions of the^ 
communi* . Those factors thought to be most important were prelisted on the«'questit>nnal re. Second', questions 
.were uSv, ily stated In general terms. Thus, low. ratings (for example: health care) -provide indications of a 
problem area but do not Isolate the specific concern (health facilities, health personnel, and so on) of residents. 
Results of the study do not always relate to specific goals or action programs, nor was this th^ Intent. This 
study attempted to define general areas of concern that could then be further illuminated by problem-solving 
groups working at the local community level. 



SOCIAL FACTORS JN THE COMMUNITY 

The first question In the mail questionnaire requested respondents to evaluate selected social factors 

operating In the local community, and a later statement asked for information on an ideal community. These two 

questions were as follows: « * ^ >^ 



-I Here are some statements about this cownuni ty. Indic»t« HiMtber you r«el oach one 
(1) definitely describes this cofwnuni ty well , (2) desCf tbcs this ccwnunlty, 
(J) roay or may not describe this cofnmunlty, (M does not describe th^s conmunlty, 
or ($) definitely does not describe this community at all. 



d'U Nc/w v/c would like to know about -he conrunity in which you would most like to live, 
^lease indicate w'hat you think the ideal community would be on each of the following 
I statements. Indicate whether you feel the statement (0 deHnitely describes the 

ideal connunity well, (2) describes the ideal community, (3) may or may not~describe 
the ideal community, k^T does not describe the ideal community, or (5) definitely 

does not describe the ideal community at all. * 

• . . ^ 

The items on the next 13 pages can be reviewed in two ways. 1) Observe the percentage distributions. These 
Indicate the proportion of "^spondents from a specific community u.>ing a specific response category. For example, 
M% of the Fort Dodge 'respondents felt the statement "residents knov.* each other" definitely described that community 
well, while ]% believed the sta?:enient did not describe Fort DoHge at all. A^ i:,6ther example, note that the smallest 
proportion (12^) endorsing the statement as a good Indicator o. their commun I cy appeared in Fort Dodge, while the 
largest proportion (65%) accepting it occurred In Vincent. 2) Observe the means. These were constructed for each 
community by multiplying the number of people circling "1" by 100, the number circling "2" by 75, "3" by 50, "V by 
25, and "5" by 0. The resulting cota! was divided by the number of respondents in that community. Thus a score of 
100 would Indicate that all respondents thought a statement described their community well, and a mean score of t) 
would signify the statement definitely did not describe that community at all. The mean for "residents know each 
other" In Havelock (9i) indicates that this statement definitely describes that community well. The Fort Dodge 
mean (60) Indicates that residents are less likely to know each other. 

Ratings of the actual ana Ideal confimunity appear on the same page to facilitate comparison. For example, the 
rating giv^n K-^rt Dodge (60) is lower than that given by Fort Dodge respondents to the Ideal community (75). This 
indicates Fort Dodge residents would like to know each other more than they presently do. On the other hand, Havelock 
resf^ondents suggest that they know each' other more than they may des 1 re actual (91) and ideal (86). The greater 
the numerical difference between ideal-actual mea-^ scores, then the greater the change the community would have to 
make to approximate the ideal situation. Both percentages and mear are repo'-ted for the -^tal ni Sur of respondents; 
these are useful check points for comparing one communicy against Lite aggregate of all 27 .'Jdied. 
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Qr\^2 Residents participate in 
community affairs 
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Q-4-2 Residents participate in 
community affairs 
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Q-l-^ Residents see this community 
as the center of their lives 
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Q-^-^ Residents see the community 
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Q-1-5 This community Is effective In 
dealing with Its problems 
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^1-1-7 Power to make •community decisions is 

shared by residents In this community 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THIS^ HHUNJTY' 
AT ALL 





1 


2 


3 


k 


.5 


MEAN 


Fori* Do Hop 




Ik 


J J 


20 


1 




Humboldt 


. \3% 


38 


26 


1 1 


6 




Eagle Grove 


\k% 


28 


30 


18 


10 




W**b<;f r CI tv 


13^ 


29 


•-/-? 


' 16 • 


8 


56 


CI ar I on 


1^^ 


J J 


' 30 


10 


10 


58 


Pocahontds 


1 


J/ 




1 r\ 
1 u 


Q 
0 


D 1 


Manson 


' 17%" 


^5 


23 


12 


3 


65 


Gowr I e 


29% 


k\ 


22 


5 


3 


72 


Rockwe 11 C i tv 


. \U% 


37 


25 


15 


9 


58 




16% 


33 


32 


\k 




60 


Laurpns 


21% 


36 


2l» 


12 


8 


62 


Belmond 


22% 


36 


26 


12 


5 


6i» 


1 ak*» C i tv 


25% 


29 


28 


li» . 


i» 


6i» 


Day ton 


1^% 


11- 


27 . 


12 


10 


58 


Goldfield 






23 


12 


7 


63 


1 1 vprmor^ 






Zk 


8 


8 


61* 


Lehigh 


16% 


19 


27 


16 


21 


1*8 


Badger 


15% 


33 


30 


13 


■ 9 


58 


'Vincent 


^ 22% 


■28 


32 


15 


i» 


62 


Cal lender 


16% 


26 


29 


17 


12 


5'» 


Stanhope 


22% 


32 


29 


12 


5 


61* 


Clare 


26% 


^♦5 


12 


7 


10 


68 


Farnhamvl 1 ]p 


31% 


38 


2l» 


3 


5 


72 


Thor 


20% 


. 28 


28 


17 


7 


60 


Renwick 


19% 


'^3 


2k 


10 


1, 


66 


Havel ock 


25% 


32 




13 


6 


6k 


Rowan 


20% 


U. 


21 


9 


6 


66 


TOTALS f 


18% 


3V 


28 


13 


8 


61 



ERIC 66 



OEF'INITELY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COMHUKITY 
" WELL 



Power to make community decisions Is 
shared by residents in the community 

I » I 



rvcriulTCI V 








, DEFINITELY 




OESCRIBES THE 








DOES NOT DESCRIBE 




IDEAL COMMUNITY 








THE IDEAL COMMUHITV 




WELL 








AT ALL 
















1 
1 






A 


5 MEAN 


1»2% 


i|0 


12 


k 




79 




^0 


Q 
0 


9 
L 


2 


Q7 


Lo^ 




1 c 




2 


/9 




7A 


1 1 
1 1 




2 


Q 1 
0 1 




7ft 


1 ii 






76 


h2% 


AO 


^4 


1 


i 


7Q 

I J 






1 
1 




9 


78 




7 7 


1 

1 U 




1 
1 


o t 




77 


1 Q 


3 


9 


7ft 




29 


19 


2 


9 


80 


55% 


51 


11 


1 


1 
1 


8i4 




36 


\k 


2 


1 
1 


81 


ii8% 


33 


15 




1 
1 


80 




^1 


IC 


7 
J 


3 


82 


513; 




12 


2 


2 


8? 


^5% 


31 


15 


•> 


6 


76 


5^% 


26 


13 


1 


5 


81 


50% 


30' 


\k 




1 


81 


i»7% 


3^ 


13 


i| 


2 


80 


1»32, 


J 1 


1 3 


7 


3 


79 


^1% 


38 


16 


2 


2 


73 


'»9% 


3^ 


12 


5 


0 


82 


i»7% 


39 


12 


0 


1 


83 


i»3% 


37 


1?. 


2 


7 


77 


50% 


35 


13 


1 


2 


82 


i»0% 


ko 


15 


2 


3 


78 


i»8% 


39 


13 


0 


0 


8i» 


i»6% 


36 


13 


2 


2 


80 



Q-1-10 This community controls its present 
affa i rs, wi thout county, region, 
state, or national groups telling 
it what to do 



DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT OESCRIBP 
THI? COMMUNITY* 
AT ALL 





# 

r 


2 


3 


i» 




MEAN 


t 

Fori* Dft^Hnp 




26 


^8 
J" 


1^ 


q 




Kumboldt 


21% 


32 


37 


6 




65 


Eagle Grove 


19% 


28 


36 


. 13 




61 


Webster City 


13* 


30 


**0 


1 2 


5 


eft 


C ] ar 1 on 


17* 




j~ 


1 3 


7 


59 


Pocahontas 


24% 


28 


3^ 


8 


7 


63 


Hanson 


22% 


ko 


28 ^ 


8 


2 


69 


Gowrle 


29% 


32 


31 


5 


2 


70 




193; 


29 




1 5 


2 


62 




289: 


^1 




6 
\j 


6 


67 


t ail t*onc 
u<Sv 1 Clio 




^2 


"^1 ^ 


q 


i{ 


66 


Ra 1 monH 

1 IlIVy 1 iU 


2B% 




31 


6 


2 


70 


LaKc w 1 ty 








8 


\ 


68 


Dayton 


21% 


33 


31 


10 


5 


6i» 


Goldf.Ield 


31% 


30 


28 


8 


5 


70 


LIvermore - 


21% 


31 


32 


9 


.7 


62 


Lehigh 


29% 


28 


29 


9 


5 


66 


Badger 


22% 


29 


i»0 


k 


6 


64 


V 1 nc^nt 


203: 




J 1 


i{ 


6 


65 


Cal lender 


18% 


18 




11 


11 


55 


Stanhope 


22% 


30 


29 


12 


7 


62 


Clare 


15% 


'•5 


25 


10 


5 


64 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


21% 


37 


v-^ 


k 


i» 


67 


Thor 


2^1% 


32 


19 


17 - 


8 


61 


Renw I ck 


2k% 


ijO 


27 


7 


2' 


69 


Have lock 


21% 


30 


30 


8 


11 


60 


Row.in 


33% 


31 


32 


i| 


0 


73 


TOTALS 


21% 


31 


*33 


/TO 


5 


64 



t)8 
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Q-l-ll Neighborhoods control t^eJ r af fal rs, 
without this comnunlty as a whole 
telling them what to do 
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Q-l-lZ Local residents control their own" 
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Q-1-13 Residents have pride 
this conmiunlty 
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Q-4-13 Residents have pride In 
the communl ty 



DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES THE 
IDEAL COHHUNITY 
WELL 
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Q-l-lA Anyone who wants to is welcome 
to live in this community 
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Q-^-1^ Anyone who wants to is welcome 
to live in the community 



38 
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Q-1-15 Residents occupy different social 
levels (more than one social 
class in this communltiy) 
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Residerits occupy different social 
levels (more than one social 
class in the community) 



DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES THE 
IDEAL COMMUNITY 
WELL 
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COHHUK:TY SF RVlCtS 



Respondents evaluated selected local services and suggested levels of improvement in the*=e services 
In response to the following questions. 



Q-2 Wow please rate .he services and facilities of this corMnunity . Again, indicate 
whether you feel the state^Jcnt (1) daflnUel_y^ describes this ccrwunlty wel 1 , 
(2) dcscr ibes this ccrfnun'lty, (37 n«y or may not describe this con»munIty, 
© <fe-<s not describ e this cownunity, or (5) definitely does not describe this 
commun.ty i«t cH . 



Q-3 How much "o you think the fol lowing *i terns P'* ed' to be improved in this community ? 
Indicate whether each is.yn needs to be improved nxjch . some , or none . 

t 

The next pages can be reviewed by examining percentages and/or mean scores. An examination of means 
reveals respondents In Laurens rated their utilities higher than did residents of any other community 
(the higher the mean, then the more the statement describes the community). An Ideal communi ty would 
probably be r^ted close to 100 on this and the other services. A good community would have most of 
these factors rated by 'ocal residents at 62 or higher. Although Clare (63) is much lowr^ than the 
others, the 27 stud/ communities all reach the "good" level on utilities^ In contrast, .o communities 
rated "good" on public transportation availability. 

Service improvement ratings are li'*ted on the same page to aid comparison. Mean scores here were 
calculated by multiplying the number of peof 'e circling "much'' by 0, the number circling "some" by 50, 
and "nond" by IOC. The total was divided by the number responding. A mean score of 100 would indicate 
no Improvement was needed, wh5]e 0 would mean everyone agreed much \rr rovenient'was necessary (the higher 
the mean, the less improvement needed). As expected, the mean imprcv»v7ient score in Clare (41) indicates 
more improvement In utilities is needed here than in any other community. 

Note that the Jifference between the actual mean and the improvement mearj can provide additional 
informalicn. While Pocahontas residents rated their utilities quite high (85), some improvement is 
suggested (65) . * ' , ' - 

The Hnal table in this series contairs information on community dependency. In this instance the 
^uestlon was asked for the'Vc^fuel connunity and an ideal one rather than improvement needed in the actual 
corr.nunity. In most communi tre*^, respondents judged'their communities as somewhat more dependent than 
an Ideal community (that is, the ideal mean was smaller than the actual mean). 
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(1-2^] Good utilities (electricity, 
gaSf water) 
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-Qood police pro'tection 
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(i-3-2 Police protection 
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54 


34% 


51 


15 


Gowrle 


30% 


27 


30 


7 


6 


. 67 


21% 


55 


24 


Rockwell City 


17% 


18 


25 


19 


21 


48 


51% 


34 


16 


Jewell 


33% 


33 


22 


9 


3 


.71 


8% 


56 


36 


Laurens 


52% 


32 


13 


2 


1 


82 


4% 


50 


46 


Belmond 


6n 


30 


6 


2 


1 


87 


5% 


45 


50 


Lake City 


87^- 


11 


2 


0 


1 


96 


2% 


15 


83 


Dayton 




20 


19 


17 


33 


10 


5o« 


3 1 


1 3 


Goldf leld 


17% 


21 


29 


20 


13 


5o 




51 




Llvernx)re 


14% 


17 


18 


17 


34 


40 


60% 


27 


13 


Lehigh 


7% 


8 


20 


28 


36 


30 


60% 


30 


10 


Badger 


5% 


\k 


23 


18 


39 


32 


44% 


36 


20 


Vincent 


11% 


8 


26 


19 


36 


35 


50% 


36 


14 


Cal lender 


9% 


10 


28 


25 


29 


t 36 


41% 


42 


16 


Stanhope 


8% 


10 


32 


28 


22 


38 


45% 


47 


8 


Clare 


7% 


12 


32 


20 


29 


37 


32% 


51 


17 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


13% 


18 


15 


20 


34 


39 


• 49% 


36 


15 


Thor 


10% 


14 


24 


19 


33 


38 


V 42% 


42 


17 


Renwlck 


9% 


10 


28 


24 


29 


36 


55% 


35 


10 


Have lock 




25 


19 


17 


25 


46 


30% 


58 


12 


Rowan 


9% 


14 


26 


17 


35 


36 


32% 


46 


22 


TOTALS 


32% 


25 


20 


11 


13 


63 


26% • 


45 


30 



Q-2-10 Housing available to rent or buy 



OEriMITELY 
DESC^iKS 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 



DEFINITELY 
OOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THIS COMMUNITY 
AT ALL 

















1 


2 






J 


Fort Dodge 


18^ 


32 


30 


12 


8 


HiirnKr%1 
nuiii w f u c 


2(>% 


36 


27 


Q 


2 




22% 


33 


29 




3 


Webster City 


m 


33 


29 


16 


6- 


CldFlon 




21 


37 


15 


13 






20 




22 


14 


n<iii9Wii 


^ 20% 


31 


26 


17 


-6 


Gowrte 


27% 


23 


33 


13 


i» 


Rockwell City 


18* 


31 


30 


14 


7 


Jewell 


23% 


29 


33 


9 


7 


Laurens 


15* 


22 


30 


18 


14, 


Belmond 


18* 


22 


30 


15 


15 


Lake City 


2k% 


21 


31 


15 


10 




16* 


30 


3^ 


12 


7 


UW 1 Vl C 1 ^ 1 V 


17* 


27 


3^ 


17 


6 


W 1 VCI IilUf 


15* 


16 


29 


Ik 


16 


ucii 1 y 1 1 


12* 


20 


33 


\k 


20 




14* 


3^' 


30 


13 


9 


Vincent 


6* 


23 


21 


29 


21 


Cdl lender 


16* 


20 


32 


21 


10 


Stanhope 


24* 


32 


30 


8 


6 


Clare 


2* 


12 


28 


28 


30 


Farnhamvl lie 


16* 


35 


27 


8 


14 


Thor 


3* 


li» 


i»0 


26 


17 


Renwick 


12* 


2i» 


. 33 


22 


10 


Have lock 


19* " 


31 


27 


< 9 


14 


Rowan 


17* 


18 


27 


18 


20 


TOTALS 


18* 


27 


30 


15 


10 



MEAN 

60 

69 
65 
60 
52 

50 
60 
64 
59 

63 
52 
53 
59 

59 
58 
47 
48 

58 
41 
53 
64 
32 
58 
40 
51 
58 
48 

57 
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Q-3-10 Housing to rent or buy 



How much docs this Item ' 
need to be improved 
In thi s coflimunity? 



MUCH 


SOME 


NONE 


MEAN 


22* 


56 


22 


. 50 


19* 


57 


24 


52 








CI 

J 1 


29% 


52 


19 


45 


42% 


45 


12 


35 


43% 




13 


35 




C7 


1 7 




23% 


50 


26 


51 


23% 


55 


22 


50 


25^ 


48 


26 


50 


42% 


47 


] 1 


34 


40% 


49 


1 i 


36 


30% 


54 


15 


42 


15* 


63 


22 


54 


24* 


57 


1 Q 
1 0 


47 


39% 




Q 

0 


35 


30% 


58 


12 


41 


16^ ■ 


61 


23 


53 


50% 


• 44 


6 


28 


25% 


57 


18 


46 




56 


26 


53 


43% 


40 


17 


37 


17% 


63 


21 


52 


42% 


53 


5 


31 


28% 


54 


17 


44 


23% 


61 


16 


47 


26% 


56 


18 


46 


29% 


54 


18 


45 



\ 



'Q-2-11 Fair treatment on local tax Q-3-11 Local tax policies 

pol icies 





w%ee t u fret v 

DEF IHITtLT 








DEFIN iTELY 




How much 


does this 


item 








DESCRIBES 








DOES NOT DESCRIBE 




ne«d tc 


be imoroveo 








THIS COHHUMITY 








' thisTShhunity 




In this conmunltv? 








WELL 








AT ALL 
















' 








■■ 




h 












1 


2 




i( 




MEAN MUCH 


oUnt 


NONE 


MEAN 


Fort Dodge 


16% 


39 


37 


6 


3 


65 


8% 


68 


24 




58 


Humboldt 


27% 




22 


2 


1 


74 


6% 


DZ 


33 




63 


Eagle Grove 


20^ 


h2 


29 


6 


2 


68 


6% 


Dp 


29 




61 


Webster City 


]5% 


k] 


36 


6 


2 


66 


12% 


66 


22 




55 


Ctarfcn 


19% 


k6 


27 


3 


5 


68 


8% 


64 


28 




60 


rOCanon toS 




Ho 


Oil 


1, 


1 
1 


72 


3% 




32 




01 


Manson 


28% 


kk 


26 


r 


I 


7^ 


4% 




34 




65 


Gowri e 


33% 


kO 


Ik 


3 


1 


75 


3%' 


54 


43 




70 


Rockwell CItv 


27% 


37 


32 
J** 


J 


2 


71 


6% 


60 


34 




64 


Jewel 1 


25% 


46 


24 


3 


2 


72 


5% 


50 


45 




70 


Laurens 


29% 


k2 


23 




3 


72 


4% 


66 


30 




63 


Qelmond 


2B% 


39 


27 




2 


72 


5% 


64 


31 




63 


Lake City 


25% 


^5 


27 


3 


0 


73 


5% 


62 


33 




64 


Davton 


1 93; 




28 




i4 


68 


5% 


Ob 


29 




62 


Goldf leld 






1 


% 


0 


78 


3% 


57 


39 




68 


L 1 vermore 




^42 


20 






71 


8% - 




42 




67 










Q 




66 




55 






62 


Badger 


31* 


i»0 


26 


1 


2 


74 


2% 




53 




76 


V I ncent 


23% 


40 


30 


2 


6 


68 


6% 


69 


26 




60 


Ca 1 1 Gfide r 






30 


i( 


7 


66 


10% 


53 


36 




63 


Stanhope 


32% 


36 


27 


4 


1 


74 


4% 


61 


35 




65 


Clare 


20% 


32 


38 


8 


2 


65 


12% 


61 


27 




57 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


3'»% 


37 


26 


1 


2 


75 


3% 


52 


44 




71 


Thor 


22% 


52 


19 


5 


2 


72 


7% 


53 


40 




67 


Renwi ck 


20% 


52 


20 


6 


2 


71 


-4% 


68 


23 




62 


Have lock 


29% 


49 


21 


2 


0 


76 


0% 


48 


52 




76 


Rowan 


29% 


39 


26 


2 


4 72 


5% 


50 


45 




70 


TOTALS 


25% 


42 


27 


4 


2 


71 


6% 


61 


33 




63 
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Q-2-20 Public transportation available 



DEFINITELY *' , DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES DOES NOT DESCRIBE 

THIS COMMUN I TY THIS CCMMUN I TY 

WELL AT ALL 



















1 


2 


3 


I. 


5 


MEAN 


Fort Dodge 


2% 


3 


10 


19 


65 


15 


HuiDDOl at 


1 

^% 


3 


1 1 


19 


62 


17 


Eagle Grove 


2% 


2 


1 


23 


6o 


1 1 


Webster Cltv 


1 ^2: 








21 




Clarion 


n 


3 


7 


,21 


68 


. 12 


Pocahontas 




5 


12 


17 


62 


1 0 
1 0 


Manson 


3% 


5 


10 


20 


61 


17 


Gowrle 




J 


8 


20 


63 


17 


Rockwell City 


2% 


2 


15 


22 


59 


16 


Jewell 


3% 


\2 


21 


18 


AO 


33 


Laurens 


2% 


1 


8 


18 


72 


n 


Belmond 


S% 


7 


16 


18 


5'< 


23 


Lake City 


13% 


10 


lA 


16 


'<7- 


31 


Jay ton 


2% 




3 


1 r 

15 


79 


P 
0 


Goldt leid 


1 2% 




/, 

H 


19 


73 


1 n 
1 u 


LI vermore 


0? 




1. 
M 


1 u 

1 H 


7Q 

Ij 


Q 

o 


-^Lehigh 


1? 




3 


1 1 


0> 


r 


Badger 


AC/ 




2 


9 


ob 


b 


Vincent 


2% 


0 


2 


9 


87 


5 


Cal lender 


2% 




6 


11 


80 


8 


Sta'hhope 


Z% 


2 


5 


21 


70 


12 


Clare 


0% 


2 


2 


\k 


81 


6 


Fornhamvl 1 le 


2% 




5 


18 


71 


12 


Thor 


2% 


0 


5 


16 


78 


8 


Renwick 


n 


2 


8 


17 


72 


n 


Have lock 


2% 


0 


5 


17 


11 


8 


Rowan 


0% 


2 


10 


lA 




10 


TOTALS 






10 


18 




17 
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(i-3~20 Public transportation 



How much does this Item 
need to be - "ved 
in this commun . ty? 



MUCH 


SOME 


NONE ' 


MEAN 




1 0 




10 


63% 


25 


12 


2k 


lk% 


19 


8 


17 




i48 


1 7 


T « 




1 Q 

1 J 


Q 

J 


18 


52% 


3^ 


\k 


31 


50% 


32 


18 


33 




97 




16 






1 n 






*1 u 










18' 








1 7 




/ITS' * 




20 


36 


66% 


17 


18 


26 


6U - 


25 


1^ 


27 


60% 


31 


9 


2A 


689: 


1 c 


17 


25 


53% 


19 

• ✓ 


27 


38 


65% 


20 




25 


64% 


12 


> 


30 




30 


21 


36 


55% 


12 . 


33 


39 


58%, 


22 


20 


31 


67% 


20 


13 


23 


57% 


23 


20 


31 


60% 


• 22 


18 


29 


51% 


31 


18 


33 


58% 


26 


16 


29 



\ 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eaale Grove 



City 




.Pocahpntas 
Hanson 
Gowrf e 
Rockwell 
Jev;el 1 
Laurens 
^1nx>nd 
^ake City 

Dayton 
Goldfleld 
LI vermore 
lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 

ai lender 
'Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwf ck 
Have lock 
Rpwan 

tBtals 



•9* Residents depend on other comhjynltles 
for goods and services needeq ^or^ 
day-to-day U ving 



OCFIUITCLY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 



JL 
m 

• 8% 
]0% 




18% 

\k% 

25% 
}3% 

3k% 

2k% 
kS% 

32% 

21% 
20% 

33% 
2k% 
21% 
3\% 

m 



9 

20 
25 

21 

25 
21 
13 
13 
19 

2k 
28 
28 
35 



20 

29" 

22 

26 

22 

28' 

3^ 

29 

27 

22 

18 

26 

28 
31 
25 
18 



38 22 
19 V6 



21 
29 
k2 

17 

29 
3'5 
22 
30 

2'2 V 24 



\3 
31 
17 
26 
21 
23 
31^ 
23 



oefikitily 
does not describe 

this" TSmmuniTy 

AT ALL 



2. --dl* 

'3 



28 ■ 

» 

2k 

1^ - 
'^■28 
:21 • 

21 
18 

1-3 . , 
17 
21 

2k \ 
25 

19 ^ 
16 



k 



\k 



2 
10 
12 
\k 
11 



19 



5_ 

29 

25 
13 

. 18 
25 

)]'8' 
V-V2 



r 



2? 

^air- ■ 

' 21 - 

, ^- 

•^1 

.10 
10 • 

^ k 

17 

J 2 

^11 

10 

17 
-.7 

7 
6 
6 

18 



MEAN 



43 
kS 
k2 

k^. 

k3 
kS 
.50 
55, 
53 
i»l 
37 

-^61 
58 
61 
70 

•67 
68 
64 

55 

. 68 
51 

•V 68 

ek 

62 
67 



/ 



50 



'Residents depend on other communities 
fo,c^ goods and services nee^e for 
^ day-to-day living^ 



^EFINJTEL^ 
DESCRIBES'YHE 
OMRUNITY 



'Ui- 19 



\2% 

11% 



17 

20 
]k 



].l 19 



16,% 
12% 
11% 
11% 

1,0% 
-15% 
13% 
14% 



16 

13 
20 
16 

19 
13.- 
17 • 
17 



/1 5% ^ ,13- 
12%-^^ \1, 
16% • " 15 
18% 20 . 



13% 
17%' 
19% 
10% 
12% 
10%. 
10% 
10% 



22 • • 
19 '•' 
16 

24 



. 18 ■ 

ir 

7% , 21- 
12% 23 

12% ^-17 




28 

18 - 
20 
25 
25 

25 
29 
26 
2k 
21 

\k ' 

18 
< 22 
' 24 

24 

17 

22 _ 
/ 

-)32 

21-- • 
• 28 • 

34 

27 

24. 
. 22, 

25 

24 

26- 

~^23 



k_ 

.-19 

17 
22 
'21' 
17 

17 
' 19" 
18 

23 
19 
21 
20 
18 

22 
22 

:t5. 

18 

17 
. 23 
19 
1'3 
15 
21 
. S-D 
\ 23 
22 
12 

19 



«0T DESCRIBE 
THE lOEAL^ tOMMUHrY 
AT ALL 

5 



23 

37 
28 

29 
28 

27 

21 

26 

26- 

31 

37 

32 

30 

21, 

2k . 

38-^ 
'■ 22 

. 16 \ 
21 - 

19 

29 

/22 

y 27 

\ 24 

/ 30 

26 
21 



28 



MEAN 

44 

37 
41 
40' 
42 

.43 
41 

43 
41 
40 
36 
40 
42 

46 
42 
39 
49 

49 

^♦7 

49 

40 

48 

41 ' 

39 

-v- 

40 
43 

42 
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COMMUNITY OPPORTUNITIES 

In the same manner as that used with services, respondents evaluated selected local opportunities 
listed in Q-3 and Q-^. Review can proceed as suggested before the previous section. The higher the mean 
score for an opportunity, then the more the statement definitely described a community. On the improvement 
measure, the higher the mean the less improvement necessary on an opportunity. Again an ideal community 
would have opportunities' rated at 100, and a good community should have opportunity mean scores of 62 or 
higher. . 

The final opportunity presented in this section concerns local clubs and organizations. This was 
listed as a social factor in the mail questionnaire, but it is more appropriate to list the variety of 
clubs and organizations as a local opportunity factor. 
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Q-2-12 Good employment opportunities 



DEFINITELY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THISH C^WUNITY 
AT ALL 



















jL 




J_ 


_4_ 




MEAN 


Fort Dodge 


16% 


32 


32 


• 13 


7 


59 


Humboldt 


28% 


40 


25 


5 


2 


71 


Eagte Grove 


11% 


27 


34 


18 


11 


52 


Webster City 


13% 


25 


39 


13 


10 


5k 


Clarion 


1 


Z3 




on 






Pocahontas 


29% 


43 


20 


6 


2 


73 


Manson 


12% 


25 


34 


21 


8 


53 


Gowrie 


12% 


\k 


37 


25 


12 


47 


Rockwell City 


*♦% 


9 


34 


Zo 


2/ 


3** 


Jewel 1 


9% 


1** 


32 


26 


19 


HZ 


Laurens 


48% 


33 


1 1 






Qa 


Belmond 


21% 


31 


2/ 




7 


0 i 


Lake City 


13% 


19 


35 


22 


1 1 


50 


Dayton * ■ 


5% 


5 


24 


33 


33 


29 


Goldf ield 


6% 


U 


23 


33 


24 


36 


LI vermore 


3% 


5 


22 


19 


52 


22 


Leh ! gh 


12% 


13 


25 


Ik 


26 


41 


Badger 


3% 


4 


18 


36 


38 


25 


Vincent 


(A 


U 






^4 


29 


Cal lender 




4 


15 


24 


53 


21 


Stanhope 


^1% 


12 


25 


29 


31 


32 


Clare 


5% 


5 


37 


20 


34 


32 


Farnhamvi 1 le 


18% 


22 


31 


15 


14 


54 


Thor 


2% 


7 


15 


27 


49 


21 


Renwick 


.7% 


14 


29 


25 


25 


38 


Have lock 




. 11 


33 


20 


36' 


30 


Rowan 


9% 


7 


28. 


27 


28 


35 


TOTALS 


14% 


22 


28 


19 


17 


49 
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Q-3-12 Employment opportunities 



How much 'does this it«m 
need to be Improved 
In this coffimunity? 



MUCH 


SOME 


NONE 


MEAN 


26* 


63 


11 


42 


14* 


60 


26 


56 


38* 


50 


12 


36 


*32* 


58, 


1 1 


40 


45* 


48 


7 


31 


13* 


61 


26 


56 


33* 


56 


11 


39 


39* 


49 


12 


37 


59* 


35 


6 


23 


■ 52* 


41 


7 


28 


8* 


55 


\ 37 


64 


27* 


61 


12 ■ 


43 


38* 


55 


8 ■ 


35 




J J 




24 






it 




63* 




3 


20 


47* 


45 


7 


30 


42* 


45 


13 


35 


59* 


32 


9 


25 


59* 


30 


11 


26 


54* 


39 


7 


26 


46* 


34 


20 


36 


26* 


56 . 


18 


46 


62* 


34 


3 


20 


44* 


50 


7 


32 


41* 


52 


7 


33 


45* 


46 


9 


32 


38* 


50 


12 


38 



Q-2-13 Good educational opportunities 
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OEFIMITELY 
DESCRIBES 
THIS COHnUNMT 
VEtJ. 








DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THIS COMMUNITY 
AT ALL 






^ 










w 








_2_ 




Jl 




5 


MEAN 


rori. UOQ96 




49 


7 
1 




2 


0 ^ 


84 


Humboldt 




36 


9 




1 


0 


86 


Eagle Grove 


5(>% ■ 


34 


8 




1 


1 


86 


Webster City 




45 


9 




1 

1 


1 

1 


83 


Clarion 


37* 


43 


14 




3 


2 


78 


rOGcinon LoS 






1 9 




2 


1 


81 


Hanson 


65* 


32 


3 




0 


0 


90 


Gowrle 


58* 


32 


7 




1 


2 


86 


Rockwell City 


52* 


3? 


11 




5 • 


1 


82 


Jewell 


68* 


25 


3 




2 


2 


89 


Laurens 


56* 


36 


7 




0 


0 


86 


Bel mono 










1 


0 


86 






36 


12 




2 


2 


■ 82 


Dayton 




k\ 


19 




4 


L 


74 


Goldfield 


36$ 


3^ 


20 




8 


0 


73 


Livermore 


36$ 


26 


18 


12 


0 




Lehtgh 


3^$ 


35 


17 




7 


0 


71 


Badger 










9 


3 


75 


V t ncent 






1 Q 




6 


11 


68 


ta 1 lenoer 


111 ^ 




1 7 
1 / 




2 




76 


Stanhope 


24* 


30 


25 




9 


13 


60 


Clare 


31* 


26 


21 


17 


5 


65 


rarnnarnv j m e 




44 


24 




2 


1 


74 


Jhor 
4l'enwick 


!8* 


19 


18 . 


. 10 


35 


- 43 


42* 


37 


17 




1 


3 


78 


H^elock 


38* 


42 


14 




2 


5 


76 


Rowan > t 


22* 


26 


18 


12 


21 


54 


TOTALS 


46* 


36 


12 




3 


3 ' 


80 



Q-3^13 Educational opportunities 



How much does this Jtem 
need to be Improved 
In this cofnmunity? 



MUCH 


bOMb 




ntMiM 


2* 


39 


58 


78 




43 


CO 






40 


56 


76 




46 ■ 


51 


73 


8* 


51 


41 


66 


' 9* 


51 


HO 






41 


56 


77 


5« 


37 


58 


76 


8% 


39 


5A 


73 


3« 




58 


78 


3« 


51 


47 ' 


72 


3* 


44 


53 


75 


k% 


48 


^1 


71 






28 


58 


1 79: 




28 




1 ft5: 




28 




14* 


49 


36 


61 


14* 


37 




67 


17* 


46 


37 


60 


4* 


51 


45 


70 


18* 


47 


35 


58 


12* 


67 


21 


55 


11* 


59 


30 


60 


40* 


38 


22 


41 


8* 


53 


40 


66 


15* 


53 


32 


• 58 


23* 


41 


-36 


57 


8* 


46 


46 


69 



' 4 o 



Good religious opportunities 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Mans#) 

Gowrie 

Rockwell' City 
Jewel 1 
Laurens 
Bel mend 
Lake City 

Dayton 
G6ldfie1d 
Llvernx)re 
Lehigh 

Badger 
V l.ncent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwick 
Have lock 
Rowan, 

TOTALS 



OEFIMITELY 








DEFIHITELV 




DESCRIBES 








DOES NOT DESCRIBE 




▼ U f C CAMMIIUITV 

THJS COnnUNiTT 








TU 1 c rOHMIIN ITY 




\ WELL 








AT ALL 


















1_ 




Ji 




MEAN 




J** 


Z 


U 


1 
1 


on 




28 


2 


0 


0 


92 




30 


2 


2 


0 


90 


62% 


33 


4 


1 


1 


89 


6i»% 


33 


2 


0 


0 


90 


65% 


33 


2 


0 


0 


90 


73% 


26 


0 


G 


0 


93 


63% 


23 


11 


2 


1 


86 


68% 


27 


4 


G 


0 


90 


79% 


16 


3 


1 


1 


?3 


72)? 


O C 

25 


Z 


1 


0 


QO 




9ft 


1 
1 


1 


0 










C 


0 - 


Q9 


66% 


29 


4 


1 


1 


89 


57% 


33 


8 


2 


0 


86 


75% 


16 


6 


1 


2 ' 


90 


5^% 


30 


12 


3 1 


83 


31? 


2/ 


00 
LL 


13 7 


op 


by* 


0 0 

i-i 


L 
D 


2 


0 




53% 


26 


17 


2 


2 


82 


56% 


33 


8 


4 0 


85 








2 2 


78 


58% 


32 


9 


2 0 


86 


i»0% 


43 


...8 


3 5 


78 


60% 


34 


7 


0 0 


88 


25% • 


35 


25 


9 ' 6 


66 


i»0% 


34 


20 


2 4 


76 


64% 


29 


5 


1 


1 


88 



Q-3-1^ Religious opportunities 



How much does this Item 
need to be improved 
in this coffimonity? 



MUCH 


SOME 

W Wl 1 La 


NONE 


MEAN 


1% 


14 


85 


92 


4% 


17 


79 


87 


1% 


18 


81 


90 


2% 


21 


77 


87 


3% 


18 


79 


00 


5% 


18 


77 


86 


3% 


20 


78 


87 


3% 


27 


69 


83 


5% 


16 


79 


87 


1% 


19 


80 


90 


3% 


18 


79 


80 


2% 


16 


82 


90 


2% 


15 


83 


90 


4% 


16 


80 


88 




27 


68 


82 


4% 


16 


80 


88 


5% 


26 


69 


82 


16% 


46 


38 ■ 


61 


4% 


18 


78 


87 


11% 


37 


52 


71 


1% * 


24 


75 


87 


14% 


36 


50 ' 


68 


"^5% 


19 


76 


86 


10% 


28 


62 


76 


4% 


27 


69 


82 


12:g. - 


63 


25 


57 


8% 


43 


49 


70 


4% 


21 


75 


86 



U5 57 



rV,^ (in2-15 Good recreational opportunities 



DEFINITELY 
^ ' DESCRIBES 

THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 




' 3 




OEFINfTELY 

does not describe 
this-cBmmunity 

AT ALL 






1 


2 






5 . 


MEAN 






28 


27 


1 7 


7 




Humboldt 




31 


22 




- 3 


75 


Eagle Grove 


17*" 




35 


1 *♦ 


10 


56 - 


Webster CI ty 


38* 


35 


16 


"7 

/ 


3 


75 


C I arlon 




AO 


22 


1 1 


Z 


68 


Pocahontas 


29* 


32 


28 


8 


3 


69 ^ 


Hanson 


19* 


' 27 


33 


1 9 
1 


9 


' 59 


uowr 1 e 


50* 


2h 


16 


5 




78 


Rockw^l 1 C t fv 


26* 


31 


22 


1 ^ 










30 


15 


3 


? 


78 


Laurens- 


22* 


38 


26 


6 


8 


65 


Bejmo^ 


m 


31 


]k 


/« 


3 


79 


Lake C I tv 


33* 


38 


22 


6 


1 


73 


Dayton 


1^* 




2/ 


21 


13 


CO 


Goldfield 


21* 




J 1 


13 


9 


CQ 


LIvermore 


13* 


1 0 




20 


26 


HZ 


Lehigh 


4* 


1 rt 
1 U 


1 A 
1 o 


26 


k2 


0 1 

i-l 


Badger 


^1 


|g 


31 


22 


2k 


AO 


V 1 ilvCil L 




8 


25 


19 


kh 


25 


Ca] lender 


9* 


10 


29 


29 


23 


38 


Stanhope 


13* 


27 . 


32 


13 


\k 


53 


Clare 


8* 


3 


23 


31 


36 ^ 


29 


Farnhamvl lie 


9* 


13 - 


35 


27 


17 


k2 


Thor 


3* - 


10 


20 


19 


i»8 


26 


Renwick 


8* 


2k 


33 


23 


' 12 


A8 


Havel ock 


9* 


.22 


27 


16 


27 


A3 


Rowan 


23* 


39 


26 


10- 


2 


67 


TOTALS 


25* 


28 


25 


12 


10 


61 



Q-3-15 Recreational opportunities 



How much does this item 
4)eed to be improved 
I n this coftimun I ty? 



MUCH 


SOME 


NONE 


MEAN 


35* 




1 7 


V Al 


17* 


57 


26 


^ 55 


37* 


50 


13 


38 


16* 


52 


32 


58 


21* 


59 


21 


50 


22* 


58 


20 


A9 


AO* 


A5 


15 


38 


1 o(v 
1 L% 


C/i 




ol 


29^ 


53 


1 O 


U U 


1 1^ 


iiR 


*tU 








IR 




1 






op 


1 A3; 


-?/ 




'58 


AO* 


52 


8 


3A 


29* 


56 


15 


A2 


A 2* 


51 


7 


32 


66* 


32 


3 


19 


!>Z« 




L 




67* 


26 


7 


20 


55* 


39 


6 


26 


28* 


60 


12 


A2 


52* 


38 


10 


28 


An 


A5 


8 


30 


67* 


25 


8 


21 


36* 


52 


1^2 


38 


A1* 


56 


3 


31 


18* 


6A 


18 

> 


50 


29* 


51 


20 


A5 



117 



Q-2-16 Good opportunities for citizen 
' Involvement In local government 





DEFINITELY 
DESCKISES 
THIS COHMUNITY 








DEFINITELY 
DOES HOT DESCRIBE 
THIS CSWUHITY 




WELL 


• 








AT ACL 


















1 


2 


3 . 


4 




5 


Port uodge 


17* 






1 


1 


6 


•^Humboldt 


25* 




26 


, 6 


2. 


Eagle Grove* 


20* 


33 


3^ 


7 




Webster C!ty 


23* 


3k 


32 


7 




Clarion 


20* 


'3k 


32 






5 


Pocahontas 


27* 


35 ■ 


32 




5 


1 


Hanson 


19* 


ko 


32 


8 


1 


Gowrle 


32* 


3k 


25 




9 


1 


Rockwell City 


20* 


33 


31 




B 


8 


Jewel 1 


33* * 


» 33 


25 




7 


' -2 


Laurens ^ 


30* 


32 


26 




7 


5 


D ^ t - ■ - A 

Deimond 






^3 




7 


3 


Lake City 


21* 


3d ' 






9 


2 . 


Dayton 


18* 


3^ 


33 




9 


■ 6 


Goldfleld ^ 


25* 


31 


31 




8 


k 


LI vermore 


16* 


21 


31 


18 


\k 


Lehigh 


16* 


20 


28 


16 


20 


Badger 


12-6 


32 


7/1 


1 


1 


10 


Vincent, 
Cal Jender 




Z 1 


^0 


15 


10 


15* 


2k 


23 


18 


15 


Stanhope 


15* 


29 


39 


10 


7 


1 1 are 


179: 


2^* 


3k 




7 


17 


Farnhamvi 1 Ve 


22* 


33 


3k 




9 


2 


Thor 


10* N 


2k 


3k 


16 


r6 


Renwick 


15* 


k] 


30 




8 


7 


Have lock 


13* 


25 


^♦0 




8 


li> 


Rowan 


21* / 


3^ 


25 


12 


7 


TOTALS 


22* 


33 


31 


10 


6 



ERIC' • 



S 



Q-3-16 Opportunities for citizen 

Involvement In local government 



How much docs this item 
need to be Improved 
In this community? 



MEAN * 


MUCH 


•SOME 


NONE 


62 


18* 


64 


19 


70 


11* 


62 


27 


ik 


14* 


65 ■ 


20 


66 


18* 


63 


19 


64 


13* 


64 


23 


70 


10% 


66 


24 


67 * 


8* 


- 68 


24 


71 


7* 


60 


■ 33 


62 


' ' 11* 


• .72 


17 


72 


8* 


67 




68 


13* 


6 0 


- 27 


70 


. 8* 


62 ' 


■■ 30 


66 ^ 


10* 


62 


27 




143: 


66 


20 


OD 


lOX 


66 


24 


52 


*19* 


65 ■ 


16 


49 


26* 


58 


16 


56 


12* 


62 


' 26 


54 


. 15* 


73 - ■ 


12 


52 


19* 


68 


13 


59 


10* 


67 


23 


54 


24* 


50 


26 


66 


8* 


71 . 


21 


50 


21* 


66 


a 


62 


12* 


62 


26 


54 


17* 


. 64 


19 


62 


8* 


60 


32 


64 


13* 


64 


23 



MEAN 

50 

58 
53 
51 

55 - 

57 
58 
63 
53 
.58 

57 - . ' 

61 

58 

53 
56 
48 
45 

57 

56 \ 

51 
.56. 
46 
57 
51 
- 62 . 

55 



v3 



119 59 



Q-2-17 '^ood culytural opportunities (such 
as 1 lb^y<ptfieater , art, music, 



I oca I cele^kiitixins) 



DEFINITELY 
OESCRiOES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL 



ERLC 



Fort Dodge 25% 

Humboldt 36% 

Eagle Grove 19%. 

Webster City 32% 

Clarion ^22% 

Pocahontas 2?% 

Hanson 1 2% 

Gowrlc 33% 

Rockwell City >'2% 

Jewell 12% 

Laurens 23% 

Belmof»d '•7% 

Lake City 39% 

Dayton 10% 

Goldfield 2% 

Llvermore 9% 

Lehigh^ B% 

Badger 3% 

Vincent 2% 

Cailender 9% 

Stanhope 10% 

Clare 2% 

FArnhamvllle 9% 

Thor 2% 

Renwlck 11% 

Havelock 8% 

Rowan 1 8% 

TOTALS 21% 
120 



36 
30 
35 
26 

31 
31 
30 
28 
22 
27 
3^ 
33 

22 
11 
16 
6 

1 

2 
9 

18 
2 

18 
0 

29 
17 
26 

26 



26 

18 
31 
23 
29 

25 
29 
22 
30 
31 
31 
]k 
22 



10 

8 

29 
32 
10 
32 
10 
35 
26 
27 

2k 



definitely 
does not describf. 
this'~ c5hhunity 

AT ALL 



/ 



11 

8 
]k 
7 

12 

13 
18 
11 
17' 
19 
J3 
k 



21 
19 
27 
26 
29 
30 
8 
19 
23 
21 

15 



1 
6 
k 

10 

10 
5 

12 
17 
6 
2 
1 



30 2k ]k 

2k -19 32 
18 25 kk 



65 
70 
25 
13 
56 
12 
80 

7 
27 

7 

]k 



(i-3-17 Cu.JtuKa'l*opp'&rtuntties (such. 

1 ibrary, 'theater, ^rt, music 
local eel eb^-at ions) 
.-4 



How m^h does this item 



neeO to be improved 
in this community? 




56 



28% 



50 



NONE 

28*: 

38 
18 

3'* 
20 

29' 

. 9 
/30 • 

" Ik 

12 
16 
55 
'•3 

]k 



7 

■ 6 

10 
6 
]k 
13 
17 
9 
3 

15 
3 
22 

23 



MEAN 

■5k 

Wk- 
. •k7 . 
5t3 

. 

5'* 
39 
' 55 

k2 
k\ 
^k(> 

• 73 
67 

^.1 
-21, 
32 
25 

22 
16 
38 
k2 
28 
37 
12 
kk 
31 
50 

^.8 



V 



7 O ; 



Q-2-18 Good programs and activities for 
youth 



OEriNITELY 

describes 
this 'community 
■""well ^ 

" 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove ^ 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrle 

Rockwell City 
Jewel 1 
Laurrsns 
Belmond 
Lake City 

Day ton 
Goldfleld 
LI vernx>re 
.Lehigh 

Badger 
Vvncent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

FarnhamvU le 
Thor 

Renyick.^ 
Hav^Mock^ X 



Rov<an 
• TOTALS 



OEriNITELY' 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THlfTSMMUNITY 
AT ALL 



1 




3 




■ 5 ■ 


15* 


ZD ^ 








22% 


'32 


31 


ID 


■ 6 




18 


33 


22 




2(^-6 


3d 


Z 1 


1 n 


8 


1 3% 


30 




1 n 
1 u 


\j 






4> 






27 


32 


17 


6 


]\% 


21 


29 


22 


17 


26% 


34 


26 . 




r 

b 


15* 


27 


31 


1 r 
15 


1 z 


28* 


28 


22 


1 It 
1 4 


"7 

/ 


16% 


28 


25 


15 


1 C 


33* 


33 


23 


7 


1, 


18% 


n t 

3^ 


28 


■ b 


"7 

7 


13%., 


19 


33 


17 


■ 19 


18% 


28 . 


25 " 


19 


11 


6% 


9 


25 


31 


30 




6 . 


1 J. 

l4 


23 


52 


3% 


1 3 


00 
LL 


p 23 




2% 


6 


2^4 


19 


• ^9 


3% 


1 1 


30 


21 


30 


3% 


20 


. 28 


26 


16 


2% ■ 


2 


22 


32 


^42 


3% 


12 


30 


26 


22 


2% 


8 


20 


17 


52 


3% 


29 


3^ 


17 


10 


G% 


28 


. 32' 


11 


23 


19% 


26 


29 


16 


11 


16% 


25 


27 


16 


15 



(i-3-18 Programs and activities for youth 



How much does this Item 
need to be Improved 
In this conmunilty? 



MEAN 

S3 

6^4 

^3 
66 
63 

58 
^7 
67 
55 

6^4 

5^ 
71 
60 

^7 
56 
32 
22 

30 
23 
37 
^5 
23 
39 
22 
53 

^46 

57 
53 



MUCH 


SOME 


NONE 


MEAN 


. 30* 


iiQ 


1 M 


" 38 


26%. 


5^ 


19 


^6 


5^% 


38 


8 


z/ 


zd% 




9 1 




ZZ^b 


D 1 » 


1 7 
1 / 


48 


lk% 


52 


13 


» 39 


52% 


39 


9 


oft 
2o 




eft 

50 


z? 




34^ 


55«> 


1 1 

1 1 




23^ 


Zo 

dZ 


1 c 




h 


4o 


1 z 




17^ 


1.0 

49 


34 


eft 


26% 


eft 

50 


• 1 r> 




^7^ 


i4^ 


9 


31 


30^ 


60 


10 


^40 


6^^ 


33 


3 


20 


15% 


23 


Z 


1 M 


40^ 


pz 


0 


28 


68% 


28 


^4 


18 


i43% 


^48 


^4 


28 


36% 




10 


37 


50% 


^40 


10 


30 


53% 


^42 


5 


26 


59% 


39 


2 


21 


36% 


^7 


16 


^40 


43% 


52 


5 


31 


22% 


57 


21 


^9 


37% 


50 


1^4 


39 



1 



123 



Q-^-lS .Good programs and activities for 
senior citizens 



OEP^HITELY 
OESCRI&ES 
THI^ COMMUNITY 
> WELL 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THifTSMMUNlTY 
AT ALL 



















1 


2 


•» 




c 


MFAN 


Fo&t Dodge 


23% 




24 


5 - 


2 


72 


nliniDQi UL 






1 7 


9 


9 


7fi 
/o 


cagie urove 


Q3: 






9n 


1 *T 


to 


Webster City 




38 


22 


4 


2 


74 


Clarion 


12* • 


29 


36 


15 


8 


"56 


Pocahontas 


23% 


41 


27 


5 


3 


69 


Hanson 


\7% 


27 


35 


13 


9 


58 


Gowrfe 


23% 


38 


25 


5 


4 


70 


Rockwell City 


25% 


, 30 


33 


7 


6 


66 


Jewel ] 


32% 


37 


V\ 


5 


2 


73 


Laurens 


28% 


37 




8 




69 


Belmond 


1 ft. 


53 


18 


5 


2 


78 


Lake City 


36« 


39 


16 


7 


2 


75 


Davton 








p 

0 


D 


^R 

DO 


Goldf ield 




ZD 


z? 


1 7 


1 9 
1 Z 


CQ 


Li VArmorA 


CI 9 




1 7 


r 

1? 


1 
1 


0 1 


Lehlah 






LL 




U 
*♦ 




Bada^r 


1 O-tJ 


9Q 
Z^ 




c 


1 7 


CR 


Vincent 


2% 




13 


24 


57 


17 


Cal tender 


22* 


26 


33 


10 


10 


60 


Stanhope 


22* 


36 


27 


10 


6 


64 


Clare 


5* 


10 


10 


26 


. 50 


23 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


28* 


40 


20 


8 


k 


70 


Thor 


0* 


7 


10 


19 




15 


Renwick 


2* 


10 


20 


34 


3^ 


28 


Havel ock 


3* 


\ 6 


23 


26 


/♦2 


26 


Rowan 


22* 


34 


29 


8 


6 


65 


TOTALS 


26* 


32 


24 


10 


8 


64 



ERIC 



1 ^ 



(i-3-19 Programs and activities for 
senior citizens 



How much does this" Item 
need to be Improved 
In t_h i s cofTWHjnlty? 



MUCH 


SOME 


NONE 


MEAN 




58 


34 - 


63 


8* 


54 


37 


64 


7^9 
^D^ 


?D 


Q 
0 




13* 


57 


30 


59 


31* . 


55 


14 


42 


19* 


57 • 


23 


52 


26* " 


56 


18 


46 


14* 


60 


26 


56 


18* 


59 


24 


53 




64 


27 


59 


IS*'* 


61 


24 


54 


9* 


50 


40 


6t. 


11* 


49 


40 




12* 


63 


25 


57 


25* 


54 


21 


48 


10* 


48 


42 


66 


8* 


52 


40 


66 


17* 


69 


14 


48 


65* 


30 


6 


20 


23* 


55 


22 


50 


12* 


58 


30 


59 


45* 


40 


14 


34 


16* 


55 


29 


56 


62* 


32 


7 


22 > 


55* 


34 


11 


28 


54* 


39 


7 


26 


9* 


62 


30 


60 


19* 


55 


26 


53 



i 



Q-1-8 This community has a variety of 
clubs and organizations to Join 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrie 

Rockwell City 
Jewell 
Laurens 
Belmond 
Lake City 

Dayton 
Goldfield 
Ltvermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwick 
Have lock 
Rowan 

TOTALS 



DEFINITELY 
OESCRISES 
THIS COMMUNITY 
WELL . 



DEFINITELY 
DOES NOT DESCRIBE 
THlf TgMMUNITY 
AT ALL 



1 

1 


2 


3 

J 


k 


5 




i»0 


8 
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Q-2-8 The community has a var?**:y of 

clubs and organizations to join 
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. CHANGING SELECTED COMMUNITY FACTORS 



The next five pages :contal n ten Items on which respondents judged the possibility of change. 

Q-5 In trying to build Ideiil conmunltles, It may be more difficult to change «ome lte*Rs 
In 4 community than others, this coffmunity were to attempt to change e«ch one, 
Indicate whether you think It wouTr"be (I) very difficult to change this. (Z) difficult , 
(2) somewhat difficult or sowtawhat easy , (k) easy , or (5) vary easy to change this 
Item In this community, 

Again mean scores and percentages are presented. In this Instance, the higher the mean then the greater 
the difficulty In changing an Item. Community opportunities and services were generally judged most 
difficult to change. Changing the social factors was thought to be of moderate difficulty. Nothing was \^ 
believed to be easy to change, but changing youth and senior citizen programs and activities generally^ 
presented the least difficulties. 
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(i-5-1 Employment opportunities 



(I-5-2 Health care 
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Q-5-*3 Shopping facilities for dally needs 



Housing to buy or rent 
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Q-5-5 Programs and activities for youth 
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Q.-5-6 Programs and act 
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**Q-5-7 Participation of residents in 
conimunity affairs • 
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(i-5-8 How effectively this community 
deals with Its problems 
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Control this community has over 
' Its present affairs 
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Q-5-10 Distribution of power to make 
community decisions 
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ATTITUDES TOWARD COMMUNITY 1 ' 



The next four pages report opinions on each community. Differences on community attachment 
(Q-6>7,8) were not great, but evaluations of recent change ((1-12) and population (Q-10,n,H) 
produced greater variations between communities. 
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Q-6 Would you say you feel **at home'* 
In this community? 
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NOT 
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' What Interest do you have in 
knowing what goes on in thi s 
community? 
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Q-S Suppose that for some reason you had 
to move away from this comnr'unity. 
How sorry or pleased would' you be 
to leave? 





VERY 


QUITE 


NO 


All t "TC 

QUITE 


i/CDV 

VtKY 




Cf\D DV 

oUKKY 


C AD DV 


U 1 rr tKtNLt 


n 1 c A c c r\ 

PLEAbED 


Di c AC cn 
rLtAotU 


Fort Dodge 


22% 


ki 


27 


6 


2 


Numboldt 




1. 1. 


13 


2 


1 


Eagle Grove 




38 


26 


8 


3 










h 




Clarion 


3k% 




20 


3 


0 


Pocahontas 


3U 


f. f. 


20 


1. 


2 


Hanson 


38^ 




21 


0 


0 


Gowrle 


33^ 


36 


25 


3 


3 


Rockwell City 


32% 


35 


26 






Jewel I 


32% 


38 


26 


2 


2 


Laurens 


3^% 


38 


21 


4 


3 


6elnx}nd 


kn 


k] 


16 


2 


1 


Lake City 


3^% 


38 


22 


1 


0 


uay itOn 






26 




2 


UU 1 U i i C 1 U 






23 




2 


uiveriiiore 






16 






uen i 9n 




34 


2*6 


-? 


3 


Badger 


33% 


ki 


24 


1 


0" 


Vincent 


30% 


41 


• 26 


4 


0 


Callender ' 


^' 2k% 


35 


34 


5 


3 


Stanhope 


33% 


41 


17 


1 


2 


Clare 


23% 


31 


33 


7 


0 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


h\% 


kk 


12 


2. 


1 


Thor 


13% 


3k 


36 


3 


5 


R^nwlck 


2S% 


48 


22 


3 


2 


Havel ock 


31% 


47 


20 


2 


0 


Rowan 


31% 


- 33 


25 


3 


1 


TOTALS 


33% 


40 


22 


3 


2 



Over the past five years, would you 



say this community has become 



better 


as a place to 1 Ive, 


s tayed 


about the 


samp? 
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Q-10 Do yoU thlnk^thi/5' community was 
larger in ^opu.latlon In 1970 
than It was In I960? 
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* Majority gave correct response 



Q-11 Do you think this community will 
be larger In population In 1980 
than If was In 1970? 
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Q-.l'» Which statement on population change do you think would be best for this 
community over the next ten years? 
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•ATTITUDES TOWAR D COMM UNI TY — 11 

-■- L I ■ ■ -■■ - — — — I <4 

' " i * 

A^ers to a series of agree-di sagree items are listed on the following 13 pages. These Items 
were Introduced in the^ fol lowl ng manner . / 

<^ ' ^ 

Q-13 Here are some statements about this community, communities in general, and other 
things local residents -may' think about. Please indicate "whether you (SA) Strongly 
, • Agree , (A) Agree , are (li) Undecided , (O) 0[s^ree. or (SO) Strongly Disagree with , 

these statements. 



won* t 



Percfcf^ages and mean scores are reported for all items. The higher the mean, then the stronger the 
agreement with !he statement. For Q-lS-l, Lehig"h respondents were most likely to indicate people w 
work together to ^et things done for their community. The mean score for Humboldt was lower than the 
means for all other communities. Thus Humboldt respondents were least likely to feel local residents 
would not attempt cooperative problem solving. Note that the relative positions of Lehigh and Humboldt 
held for (i-13-2. Humboldt residents were most likely — and Lehigh residents least likely — to see a 
bright future for their conimunity. 

The first 13 items refer to each community. The remaining statements are general measures of 
Wionalism {\k-\(>) , conflict (17), size {\^,lh), change (19,20), and local i ty orientation (2I725). On 
the general items, differences between communities were usually small. Larger differences appeared 
between coimunitles on the first 13 statements, wh'ich were directly oriented toward each community. 
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Q-13-1 People won't wor;; Lo.,u .S^^* to get 
things done for this community 
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(1-13-2 The future pf this cormiunity 
looks bright . 
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0^13" 3 This community Is good enough as It 
Is without starting any new 
cofmiunity Improvement programs 
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Q-I3-A I would feel "at home" no matter 
what community I lived In 
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(i-I3~S This community has good 
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leaders (i-13-6 Residents of this community continually 

look for new solutions to problems 
rather than being satisfied with 



things as they are 
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(i-13-8 Residents of other communities in 
this area hold good opinions of 
this community 
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Qr\3'3 This community Is an ideal place 
to live 
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(i-13-10 Residents of this community get 

along well with the people living 
in the surrounding rural areas 
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(1-13-11 Younger residents of this community 
tfend to stay h-jre after completing 





high school 
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(1-13-12 Community leaders are willing to 
take economi: chances to attract 
new industry to this community 
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Q"13'"13 This cgmniunity's businessmen are 
openly competing with other 
communities for customers 
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Q-13-1^ The communities, townshipSr^and 

counties of this area should join 
together in one area-wide regional 
- planning agency 
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(i-13-15 If regional consolidation of loca-l 
governmental services would save 
money and keep taxes down, I would 
be in favor of consolidating these 
services 
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16' If local governmental services were 
consolidated in a regional center, 
these services would probcbly get 
betfefer than they now are in this 



communi.^ 
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Q-13-18. It is better to live in smaller 
towns than in larger cities 
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(i-13-19^Changes are desirable even If they 
do not seem to contribute as much 
as one might expect 
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0-13-20 Even If tW^wer ways conflict with 
the way things- were done in the 
past., they are absolutely necessary 
and d^^jrable 
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(iH3-21 The most rewarding organization a 
\ person can belong to are local 

clubs and associations rather than 
large nation-wide organizations 
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(i-13-22 Despite all the newspaper and- TV 

coverage, national and international 
happenings rarely seem as interesting 
as events that occur right in the 
local community* In which one lives 



SA 


A 


1 1 




bD 


MC AM 


8% 


'♦3 




30 


5 


55 


9? 


ii 1 
4 1 


I 4 


"3 1 
i 1 


r 


1)4 


10% 


JiQ 
HO 


1 0 


0 "7 

LI 


4 






40 


14 


32 


5 


54 


6% 


41 


19 


30 


5 


54 


13% 


3« 


1 c 

15 


3 1 






0(V 


44 


1 

1 0 




r 




89: 


41 


19 


28 


k 


55 


6% 




20 


28 


k 


•55 


11% 




19 


■ 27 


2 




10% 




11 


11 






.7%- 


- 37 


16- 




' k 


52 


9% 




16 


26 


. 5 


56 


8% 


'«3 


17 


29 


3 


5b 


8% 


40 


16 


32 


4 




l'i% 


36 


16 


24 


1 0 


t>b 


\k% 


41 


17 


22 


5 




3% 


'»3 


1*1 


36 


3 


52 


13% 


'•3 


11 


30 




58 


5% 


i»2 


21 


30 


2- 


5k 


10% 


52 


10 


Ik 


5 


60 


15% 


iiS 


15 


20 


2 


63 


10% 


'16 




^'2'» 


2 


59 


5% 


'17 




Ik 


3 


56 


9% 


'»7 


r 


• 25 


2 


59 


12% 


59 




■ '3 


7 


Gk 


6% 


ii6 


20 


/ 27 

I 


1 


57 


9% 


'»3 


16 


, 28 


k 


56 



Q- 13-23 No doubt many newcomers 
community are capablk 
when It comes to choos: 
r for a responsible, pes i 
r^commun I ty, I prefer a 
^family Is well-establi 

community 

( 
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to thSs^^ 

people, I^^J^^**--...,^ 
ing^ a person 
tjh^n in/the 
pWs^ri^whose 
shed in the ^ 
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It Big cities may have their place 
but the local c9nvTiyxiity 's the 
backbone of America 
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Q- 13-25 I have greater respect for a person who Is 

» el 1-establ isheo in the local community thai 
d person who is widely known in his or her 
occupatio'^ but has no local roots 
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LAND USE AND THE ENVIRONMENT 

At the request of other researchers studying Region V wi>:h the assistance or Tit 
RDA *72, four questions were included on environmental quality and land use, Respons 
on the next four pages. 
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Q-IS Some people seem to be most concerned with economic growth; others are most concerned 
with environmental quality. Which of the following best describes your feelings opt- 
the^economy and environment? (See the questionnaire for complete response, word i ng) • 
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Q-lS One area of concern Is how land in Iowa is to be used 
. proposals best describes what} you feel should be dd 
or national authorities? 
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\j Q-17 What policy should exist with respect to farm land? 



ALLOW FARMERS AND POTENTIAL 
BUYERS TO BUY AND SELL AS 
/ THEY WISH 



ENCOURAGE CONTINUED USE OF 
LAI;ID FOR AGRICULTURAL PURPOSES 
THROUGH PREFERENTIAL TAXATION 
AND OTHER INCENTIVES 
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PRESERVE LAND FOR AGRICULTURAL 
PURPOSES THROUGH RESTRICTING 
FARMERS OR POTENTIAL BUYERS 
FROM CONVERTING IT TO OTHER 
USES 
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Q.-18 If farm land and open green space are to fae kept from being converted to other uses, 
there may be less land available for building homes in rural areas. This may mean 
rural home sites will cost more, and more new homes will have to be constructed 
- wi thiri^exi sti ng towns and citiies. Under these conditions, which would you prefer? 
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QUALITY OF LIFE 

The next seven pages report personal quality of life evaluations. The mean scores reported were 
computed as follows: (num^;er circling "T^ x 100) + (number "2" x 75) + ("3" x 50) <■ ClV' x 2!^) + 
('•5" X 0)/ total number responding. Thus the higher the mean score, the greater the satisfaction with 
an item. ' 

y 

Note/that the percentages and mean scores did not vary greatly between communities. Thus, the 
study con^unities may be evaluated very differently, but residents can find relatively great personal 
satisfaction in any of them. 



V 



Your residence (house, apartment, 
room) as a place to live 



VERY 
SATISFIED 



VERY 
DISSATISFIED 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Gro^e 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrle 

Rockwell City 
Jewel 1 
Laurens 
Belmond 
Lake City 

Dayton 
Goldf teld 
Li vermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vi ncent 
Gal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 
* Farnhamvi 1 le 
Thor 
Renwick 
Havel ock 
Rowan 



Q TOTALS 



1 


2 


3 




j5 


HEAN 




38 


10 


5 


2 


80 


ss% 


32 


5 


h 


0 


86 


52% 


-3? 


6 


2 


1 






3'J 


9 


k 


2 


81 


50% 


38 


8 


3 


1 


83 


57% 


35 


6 


1 


1 


86 


56% 


33 


7 


2 


2 


8^* 


5'i% 


36 


8 


2 


^- 1 


85 


57% 


3^ 


6 


^ 


V. 0 


86 


k5% 


k] 


9 


3 


2 


80 


hn 


^3 


6 


3 


1 


83 


51% 


ko 


7 


2 


0 


85 


k2,% 


ko 


6 


5 


2 




"52% 


35 


7 




2 


83 


53% 


36 


8 


2 


1 


8^* 


'»3% 


k2 


9 


5 


2 


80 


50% 


36 


10 


3 


1 


- 82 


56% 


3^ 


7 


2 


0 


86 




38 


6 




2 


83 


U3% 


32 


15 


J 


1 


81 


'61% 


27 


6 


6 


0 


86 


^^56% 


2k 


12 


7 


0 


82 


60% 


27 


8 


i» 


2 


85 


h3% 


31 


12 


5 


.■ 3 


80 


UU% 


kQ 


5 


2 


0 




55% 


35 


8 


2 


0 


86 


h3% 


37 , 


7 


5 


2 


81 


52% 


37 


8 


3 


1 


8i< 



1 — 



Q-19-2 Your particular neighborhood as a 
place to 1 i ve 
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Q-19-3 Your communi ty as a place to live 
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Q-19-7 The extent to which you are developing 
yourself and broadening your life 
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{i-19-ll Yourself * Q-19-12 The quality of life In your conrfnunlty 
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Q-19-13 Your life as a whole these days 
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FRIENDS AND RELATIVES iN THE COMMUNI TY 

Four tables on the presence of friends and relatives in the local area appear next. Differences 
between communities were slight. 



20 1 



0 2 



Fort Podge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrie 

Rockwell City 
Jewel 1 
Laurens 
Belmond 
Lake City 

Dayton 
Goldf ield 
lI vermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvi lie 
Thor 
Renwick 
Havel ock 
Rowan 
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Mow m^n\/ 




f r i ^nds 1 1 ve 


in thi s 




communi ty? 












HALF 




ONE OR TWO 










FRIENDS, 


ALL 


MOST 


LESS 


NONE 


OR NONE 


5% 


57 


35 


1 


2 




01 




1 


2 


U'f> 


61 


28 


1 


5 






32 


1 


2 






^p 


1 , 


1 




59 




0 


3 




60 


35 


0 


1 


5% 


5/ 


^ ii 
^4 


1 


■J 


7% 


59 


32 


0 


2 




59 


32 


1 


3 


6% 




27 


1 


2 




63 


29 


1 


2 


1% 


65 


26 


0 


1 


5? 


CC 
PP 




1 


3 




p^ 




2 


6 






•^6 


2 


2 


72: 




31 


1 


<l 


- 2% 






5 


6 


u% 


51 




0 


0 


3% 


^40 




2 


7 


1% 


57 


32 


2 


2 




51 


2^4 


2 


17 


3^ 


70 


25 


0 


2 


3^ 




/■Q 


9 




3% 


58 


31 


2 


5 


n% 


55 


31 


0 


2 




53 


35 


1 


5 


5% 


59 


32 


1 


3 



(i-31 How many of all your adult relatives and 
in-laws live in this community (do not 
Include the very distant related ones 
and those in your household)? 



ONE OR TWO 
RELATIVES, 
NONE OR NONE 



ALL 
1% 
3% 

1% 

2% 
3% 

k% 
0% 
3% 
3% 
U 
]% 
2% 
2% 

2% 
\% 
0% 
3% 

n 

2% 

n 

2% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
]% 



2% 



HOST 

20 

17 
18 
22 
1^4 

21 
21 
1^4 
18 
17 
12 
20 
1 1 

15 
16 

13 

2^4 

1 1 

16 

7 

16 
19 
16 
21 
10 
16 

1^4 



17 



HALF 
OR 
LESS 

38 

31 
36 

3*4 

39 
33 

^40 

33 
31 
33 
k] 
36 

^48 

36 
36 
51 

^41 

28 

^49 

30 
39 
38 
1*2 
27 
39 

^40 
3*4 



37 



33 

^40 

32 
29 
31 

31 
27 
36 
37 
39 

3*4 

31 

2^4 

35 
37 
23 
17 

53 

2^4 

36 
36 
33 
23 
37 
37 
30 
32 



32 



8 

10 
12 
12 
1^4 

12 
11 
1^4 
12 
10 
13 
10 
15 

12 
10 
13 
15 

7 
9 

25 
6 

10 
18 

1^4 
1*4 

12 
19 



12 
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Qr32 How many people would you say you 
know who live In this community? 



Fort Dodge 

Humbotdt 
EagTe Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrfe 

Rockwell City 
Jewell 
Laurens 
Betmond 
lake City 

Dayton 
Goldfietd 
LIvermore 
Lehigh ' 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl lie 
Thor 
Renwick 
Have lock 
Rowan 

TOTALS 



VERY 




MANY 


MANY 


22% 


62 


2k% 


62 


23% 


58 


25% 


62 


26% 


62 


23% 


67 


28% 


57 


. 38% 


52 


32% 


58 


38% 


54 


39^ 


54 


32% 


60 


34%. 


59 


37% 


51 


39% 


48 


50% 


46 


48% 


43 


29% 


56 


48% 


48 






39% 


53 


• 57% 


21 


51% 


48 


50% 


44 


46% 


46 


48% 


46 


45% 


49 


34% 


.56 



A FEW 


NONE 


lb 


0 


14 


0 


13 


0 


13 


0 


9 


0 


10 


0 


,13 


0 


■10 


0 


11 


0 


7 


2 


6 


0 


8 


0 


7 


0 


12 


1 


13 


0 


5 


0 


8 


0 


15 


0 


J. 

*» 


0' 


13 


0 


7 


0 


19 


2 


1 


0 


6 


0 


8 


'o 


6 


0 


6 


0 


10 


0 



(1-20 How often do you have trouble In talking 
to other people you meet? 

NOW AND 



ALWAYS 


OFTEN 


THEN 


SELDOM 


NEVER 


0% 


5 


31 


42 


22 


1% , 


1 


31 


53 


14 


0% 


4 


32 


44 


20 


1% 


5 


28 


50 


15 


2% 


3 


30 


1.0 

HO 


18 


1% 


6 


28 


48 


16 


0% 


3 


32 


47 


-17. 


2% 


5 


26 


51 


16 


1% 


6 


34 




16 


0% 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0% 


5 


30 


^7 


17 


0% 


5 


27 


47 


20 


0% 


3 


32 


50 


\k 


1% 


7 


28 


49 


16 


1% 


4 


29 


52 


14 


1% 


3 


25 


43 


22 


1% 


4 


27 


42 ■ 


26 


0% 


6 


44 


33 


17 






LL 




1 A 
1 0 


1% 


3 


31 


42 


23 


0% 


6 


23 


49 


22 


0% 


5 


29 


50 


17 


1% 


2 


36 


36 


25 


0% 


3 


26 


47 


24 


0%. 


6 


29 


46 


18 


0% 


6 - 


21 


52 


21 


2% 


6 


36 


^ 37 


19 


1% 


4 


30 


47 


18 
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RESPONDENT CHARACTERISTICS 



The tabl^'Jn- this section provide Information on the A, 627 Region V residents who completed 
the mall que^^innai re. General sociodemographlc Information Is reported. These tables are useful 
in judging hbtJ adequately the respondents represented the adult residents of the study communities. 
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ERLC 
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105 





<l-23 


How many 


years have 


you 


lived in 


this 


(i-24 


How many 


years have 


you 


1 ived in 


your 






communi ty? 










present residence? 












in-iQ 




30-39 


40+ 


MEAN 


0-9 


1 n~ 1 Q 

1 U 1 3 




30-39 


40+ 


MEAN 


Fort Doda^ 




19 


18 


1 1 
1 1 


9C 


9C 




24 


1 1 






1 o 


Humboldt 


23% 




16 


14 


21 


24 




99 
ZZ 


1 1 
1 1 


4 


3 


10 


Eagle Grove 


27% 




1 Q 


x9 


29 


28 


5\% 


9*^ 
Z5 




5 


5 


13 


Webster City 


25% 


18 


20 


12 


25 


26 


64% 


18 


12 


4 


3 


10 


Clarion 


20% 


13 


20 


1 1 


36 


31 


49% 


27 


15 


7 


2 


12 


Pocahontas 


30% 


1 f> 

1 u 


1 9 


12 


30 


28 


54% 


Z*T 


1 c 


,4 


3 


12 


Manson 


2k% 


1 ^ 


1 u 


13 


36 


31 


52% 


9fi 
zo 


1 1 
1 1 


3 


6 


12 


Gowrle. 


2Q% 


16 


13 


10 


33 


28 


43% 


30 


17 


2 


8 


14 


Rocic#n City 


26% 


14 


17 


9 


34 


30 


52% 


22 


17 


6 


i> 


13 


Jewel V 


3n 


16 


16 


9 


27 


27 


56% 


20 


12 


6 


6 


13 


Laurens 


0 10/ 

21% 


18 


19 


15 


27 


oO 

28 


51% 


28 


14 


5 


2 


12 


Bft Ifnond 

WW 1 IIM^I IVi 




16 


19 


1 1 


28 


28 




20 


14 




•t 


1 \ 






15 


21 


14 






c. 1 2: 

3 1 -6 


20 


16 


1 n 

1 u 




1^ 
\i 


Dayton 


30? ■ 


lA 


12 


8 


34 


29 


52% 




n 


3 


9 


14 


Gotdfield 


28% 




14 

1 ~ 


14 


31 


29 


56% 




1 1 


4 


4 


11 


Livermore 


20% 


18 


14 


18 


30 


29 


42% 




5C 


6 


8 


15 


Lohfgh 


19% 


12 


1 q 


18 


36 


33 


50% 


22 


1 ^ 


8 


7 


14 






Q 
0 


1 ■J 


1 u 


zz 


00 

zz 




9 1 


D 


D 




1 n 


VI ncent 




]k 


22 


ZU 


oZi 

Z*4 




i)3^ 


20 


20 


/: 

D 


0 
Z 




Cal lender 


36% 


17 


10 


12 


26 


25 




24 


12 


6 


5 


12 


Stanhope 


20% 


26 


8 


9 


38 


31 


46% 


26 


17 


8 


3 


13 


r 1 n 

V 1 are 


31% 


14 


10 


J 


40 






* 24 


17 


0 


10 


1 c 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


17% 


12 


17 


8 


46 


35 


47% 


26 


16 


5 


6 


14 


Thor 


21% 


13 


18 


15 


33 


31 


43% 


20 


20 


1 1 


■7 


16 


,Renwfck ^ 


29% 


8 


14 


15 


33 


30 


52% 


21 


14 


7 


6 


12 


Have lock ^ 


25% 


9 


■ 12 • 


18 


36 


31 


47% 


21 


21 


8 


3 


13 


Rowan 


31% 


15 


13 


9 


33 


27 


52% 


25 


17 


5 


1 


11 


TOTALS 


26% 


16 


16 


"!2 


3"0' ■ 


-28 " 


53% 


24 


14 


5 


k 


12 




Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 
Hanson 
'Cowrie 
Rockwell City 
Jewel 1 
Laurens 
Belmond 
; Lake City 

Dayton 
Goldfteld 
Llvermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwi ck 
Have lock 
Rowan 

Q TOTALS 
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Q-25 Age of Respondent 



24 or less 


25-3^ 


. 35-M: 




9 1 


• 16 

1 U 


7% 


14 


18 


D/fe 




18 


! iZ 


1 D 


17 




1 n 


i ? 


6* 


17 


15 




1 /i 


1 


10^ 


1 *4 


1 1 
1 1 




1 7 


17 






1 7 






17 










1 7 


12 


5% 


14 


13 


7% 


18 


12 


74 


16 


16 


8% 


11 


22 


k% 


33 


19 


0% 


26 


16 


s% • 


21 


14 




13 


14 


2% 


19 


19 


s% 


15 


8 




13 


14 


3% 


20 


13 




10 


i> 


n% 


7 


10 


7% 


16 


15 





55-64 


65-74 


75 or more 


MPAKl 
ntMiM 


2'4 


15 
• 


12 


6 


48 


19 


17 


1 L 


1 1 


51 


14 


18 


19 


11 


52 


19 


16 


12 


8 


48 


20 


21 


15 


10 


52 


18 


15 


1 L 


1 c 


52 


20 


17 


16 


13 


52 


17 


13 


21 


14 


53 


1 ^ 


17 


16 


14 


53 


1 6 


17 


16 


7 


49 


21 


20 


13 


9 


51 


14 


19 


19 


11 


52 


16 


' 18 


18 


12 


52 


20 


16 


21 


1 1 


P^ 


14 


19 


16 


13 


C9 


14 


23 


13 


11 


51 


16 


21 


12 


9 


50 


13 


13 


10 


8 


'4b 


20 


15 


14 


9 


50 


15 


19 


17 


9 


51 


17 


16. 


16 


18 


53 


24 


14 


.12 


10 


50 


20 


16 


14 


20 


54 


16 


16 


24 


8 


52 


14 


24 


17 


9 


52 


18 


13 


25 


24 


60 


12 


20 


23 


16 


55 


18 


IB 


16 


11 


51 



212 



•5 

4 



(i-26 Sex of respondent 



£- * 




MAI C 


trcM A 1 c 
rtMALt 




Fort Dodge 




i»6- 


r ^ 


nUniQOIQk 




50 








50 




Webster City 




56 


1^ 


Clarion 




56 


It* 


r vvvirvT 1 wci^ 








niinsun 








Gowrle 




60 




\ Rockwell City 




53 




^ Jewell 




^♦5 




\ Laurens 




Si* 




Belmond 




^♦9 




Lake City 




52 


1 


uay von 




**/ 




uo iui le id 








1.1 vemiore 




5/ 


f 


Len 1 gn 




/ift 

40 




Badger 








Vincent 


53:^ 


^♦7 




Cat lender 


^7* 


53 




Stanhope 


39* 


61 




Clare 




50 




Farnhamvl lie 




55 




Thor 


m 


52 




Renwtck 


m 


52 




Have lock 


38% 


62 




Rowan 


37* 


63 




TOTALS 


m 


52 



0 213 



(i-27 


Marital status 


of respondent 






NEVER 










MARRIED 


MARRIED 


SEPARATED 


DIVORCED 


WIDOWED 


9% 


76 ' 


1 


6 


8 


8% 


75 


0 


5 


13 


^ A. 

6% 


75 


1 ■ 


• 2 


15 


7% 


77 


1 


U 


12 


7% 


72 


0 


3 


18 


81^ 


71 


1 


2 


18 


6!i; 




0 




16 


9% 


70 


0 


3 


18 


6? 


70 


1 


5 


18 




75 


2 


1 


15 




76 


1 




17 


7% 


73 


0 


3 


17 


s% 


73 


. 1 


3 


18 


6!i; 


78 


0 


2 


\k 


(>% 


70 


1 




19 


9>% 


69 


0 


3 


21 


3% 




0 


k 


19 


6!i; 


8it 


0 


0 


10 


7% 


•80 


2 


2 


9 


. 8!i; 


70 


1 




18 


k% 


7'» 


1 


1 


20 


1% 


78 


0 


0 


15 


S% 


72 


1 


3 


20 


%% 


77 . 


0 


0 


15 


5X 


78 


1 


2 


15 


Z% 


65 


2 


2 


29 


(>% 


63 


1 


k 


26 


6% 


7*1 


1 


3 


16 



21 i 



(i-28 How many children under 18 are 
living at-home with you? 



:RIC 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 
Hanson 

Gowrle ^ 

Rockwell City ^ 

Jewell 

laurens 

Belmond 

Lake City 

Dayton 
Goldfleld 
Ltvermore 
LeMgh 

' Badger 
' Vincent 

Cal lender 

Stanhope 

Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
.Renwick 
Have lock 
Rowan 

TOTALS * 

215 • . 



_0_ 




_2_ 


3_ 


1 , 

iii 


55% 


15 


17 , 


9 


5 
















I 0 


7 






13 


\k 


7 


7 




18 


\k 


8 


6 


i2% 


16 


13 


5 


k 




1 1 


12 


12 


5 


5h% 


17 


10 


' 12 


6 


5Q% 


.\k 


• 15 


1 1 


2 


53% 


]k 


13 


10 


' k 


55% 




17 


5 . 


6 


57% 


16 . 


16 . 


7 


k 


62% 


13-^ 


]k 


7 


k 


S\% 


13 




8 


k 


60? • 


lit 




8 


5 


6]% 


\h 


k 12 


8 


5 


56% 


15 


11 


7 


11 


k9% 


21 


13 


11 


6 


k\% 


]k 


21 


15 


10 


50% 


6 


22 


18 


■ k 


55% 


17 


13 


10 


6 


67? 


10 


12' 


8 - 


3 


k3% 


17 


17 


7 


17 


66? 


15 


12 


7 


0 


56? 


18 


10 


10 


6 


62? 


10 


13 


10 


k 


76? 


8 


6 


2 


9 


69? 


]k 


12 


2 ' 


2 


58? 


]k 


l'» 


8 * 


5 



(i-29 How many people are living your 
household? ^ 



1 


2 


3 


16* 


38 


\k 


17* 


3^ 


16 


19? 


35 . 


111 


ik% 


36 


15 


23% 


36 


17 


2\% 


35 


14 


20% 


30 


18 


22% 


3h 


15 


18? 


ko 


11 


17? 


- 3^ 


20 


20? 


36 


15' 


20? 


i»o 


\k 


23? 


32 




18? 


39 


13 


23? 


35 ■ 




2l»? 


31 




16? 


30 


21 


10? 




17 


13? 


33 


11 


22? 


31 


19 


19? 


i»o 


16 


20? 


21 


12 


20? 


^3 


15 


18? 


31 


20 


15? 


k2 


• 13 


31? 




8 


27? 


i»o 

<• 


\k 


19? 


36 " 


15 





c 

._2_ 


6-f 


16 


■ 10 . 


7 


18 . 


6 


8 


15 


8 


9 


16 


1.1 


8 


13 


6 


5 


1-3 


10 


7 


10 


12 


9 


\k 


.12 


3 


\k 


10 


7 


\k 


8 


6 


15 


7 


7 


15 


9 


i» 


\k 


9 


5 


1 c. 
\ b 


0 
0 


■ 

u 


16 


\ 0 


r 
P 


12 


8. 


ll» 


16 


1.1 


6 


22 


\k 


'10 


2a 


17 


7 


13 


9 


7 


10 


11 


. 3 


10 


15 


17 


13 


9 


0 


10 


15 ■ 


6 


\k 


8 


8 


8 


Q 


id 


12 


^\ 


-2 


\k 


9 . 


6 



216 



'Q-33 How many organizations do you belong to? 







-L 






k_ 


Fort Dodge 


23% 
* •> 


17 


20 


12 . . 


10 


Humboldt 


22% 


16 


2a 


• 17' 


13 


Eagle Grove 


30% 


16 


19 


• 15 


8 . 


W#hst#r rtf*v 


282; 


l'^ 




16 


1 1 


Clarion 


27% 


]k 


18 . 


- . n 


10 


Pc^cahontas^ 




1/ , 


1 O 

'18 


15 


10 


MSinson 


' 27% 


20 


22 


\h 


, 7/ 


UV/fVf • o 






imim 






Rockwell City 


25% ■ 


17 


17 


14 


12 


Jewel 1 


20% 


'22 


26 ' 


\k 


10 


Laurens 


'• 18% ' 


\ '3 


20 


21 


12 


Belmond 


29% 


' 11 


, - 23 • 


17 . 


8 


Lake City 


23% 


12 X 


22 


19/ 


. 12 


Dayton. 


2b% 


l** 


19 


21 


10 


Gotdf ield 




9 


15 




12 


Lfverrnore 


26? 




o 1. 

2*1 » 


12 ^ 


12 


Lehigh 


*jI% 


20 

; 


19 


12 


5 . 


Badger 


32% 


18 


25 


t f. 


6 


VI npent 


33% 


18 


22 


V* 7 


11 


Cal lender 


20% 


26 


■' 21 


16 


8 


Stanhope 


2^% , 


17 - 


2h 


lii 


13 


Clare 


38% 


25 


18 . 


10 


2 


Farnhamvl 1 le 


26% f 


20 


19 


13 


8 


Thor 


30% 7 


19 


22 


15 


3 


Renwick 


2ij% y 


10 


25.^ 


1^ 


lA 


Have lock • 


22% 


9 


19 


28 


9 


Rowan 


3^% 


12 


16 


11 


12 


TOTALS 


26% 


16 


20 


15 


10 



110 



5 

8 
7 
5. 

9 , 

8 

7 

6 
2 
6 

7 
I 
t 

1 
■8 
2 

4 
4 
4 
4 

8 

10 
7 
7 
8 
6 



6+ 


MEAN 


7 


2.1 


5 


2.3 


5 


2.0 


Q 
0 


• Z 


1 1 


2.k 


8 


2.3 


6 


2.0 




9 9 


9 


' 2.3 


5 • 


2.0 


9 


2.5 


5 


*»'2. 1 


5 


2.3 


k 


2.1 


1 1 ' 


2.ij 




2.1 


1 


1 .3 


1 


' 1 .6 




1 .8 




1.9 


Ij 


2.0 


0 


\.k 


3 \ 


2.0 


3 


1.8 


k 


2.2 


k 


2.1j 


8 


2.1 


6 


2.1 



I 



Q-3i» Education of respondent 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

HansoQ 

Cowrie 

Rockwell City 
J ewe] 1 
Laurens 
Belmond 
lake City 

Dayton 
Goldfield 
Livermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal tender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl lie 
Thor 
Renwick 
Havel ock 
itowan 

TOTALS - 



NEVER 
ATTENDED 
SCHOOL 

'\% 

. 0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0!i; 
\% 

0% 
0% 

Oi 

0% 

]% 

0% 

Gi 

0%' 
0% 

}% 

•0% 

on 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 



SOMD. 

GRADE 

SCHOOL 



COMPLETED 
GRADE 
SCHOOL 



SOME 
HIGH 
SCHOOL 



COMPLETED 
HIGH 
SCHOOL 



1 

1 


Q 


q 




2 


0 
0 


1 1 




3 


10 


1 1 
1 J 




2 


■J 

7 






% 
J 


10 


12 


35 


5 


1 1 


1 1 
1 1 


77 


2 


1 ji 
IH 




3/ 


2 


11 


13 




2 


11 


13 




6 


8 


9 


37 


2 ' 


9 


. 16 


HO 


5 


10 


'V n 


HO 


6 


i6 


1*4 


33/ 


6 


10 


11 




3 


7 


1 1 


•7 A 


6 


10 


18 




7 


14 


21 




3 


18 


10 


35 


6 


22 


11 


32 




9 


13 


39 


6 


17 


1 1 


38 


2 


10 


2h 


'»9 




17 


10 


38 


7 


10 


12 


it8 


i 


■ • 10 


13 


3i» 


13 


13 


10 


3'» 




10 


11 


41 




.11 


12 


37 



ADVANCED DEGREE 



SOME 


COMPLETED 


AFTER 


COLLEGE 


COLLEGE 


COMPL€TED 




] ] 


7 


2^4 


17 


5 




1 n 




22 


12 


6 


27 . 


10 

* 


2 


20 


13 




20 


1 1 • 

1 1 f 




28 


10 


5 


Zk 


13 


5 


18 


1^ 


7 


20 


12 . 


2 


21 


9 




1 u 




•8 


19 


8 


1 


26 


, 12 


6 


15 


9 


0 


8 


5 


2 


22 


8 


k 


20 


6 


k 


22 


9 




19 


8 


0 


15 


0 


0 


21- 


8 


0 


13 • 


8 


3 


25 


.. 15 


2 


19 


. '3 . 


6 


25 


■6 




22 


11 


k 
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IX^ Dodge, 

f ^ Humboldt i 
i ^ . Eagle Grove 

/^Jptebsttet City 
i ^ Clarion 

1 ! Tocahontas 
' ^Maiispnr— 

Cowrie^ 
: . Rockwell City 

Jewell 
u Laurens 
Belmond 
. Lake City 

Dayton 
Goldfleld 
Ltvermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwick 
Have lock 
Rowan 

TOTALS 



Qr35 Employment status of respondent 



EMPLOYED 


EMPLOYED 


> 




FULLTIME 


PARTTIME 


UNEMPLOYED 


RETIRED 




10 


1 

1 


16 


53% 


10 


0 


20 


k2% 


11 


1 


' 23 






4 • 


18 




12 


2 


22 


k3% 


16 


0 


22 




8 


1 


26 




12 


1 


27 


1. ^ tv 


13 


0 


27 


Sk% 


15 


1 


19 




12 


1 






14 


1 




k6% 


8 


1 


29 


kS% 


6 


1 


29 


k8% 


12 


1 


22 


k8% 


14 > 


1 


22 




9 


4 


20 


5(>% 


8 , 


1 


17 




16 


0 


16 


53% 


6 


2 


26 


3(>% 


11 


1 


25 


ks% 


20 


0 


12 


k3% 


13 


1 


30 


k2% 


16 


0 


19 


ke% 


13 


0 


21 


2S% 


6 


0 


42 


3^% 


6 


0 


36 


k8% 


n 


1 


23 



/ 
/ 



< 



FULLTIME 


FULLTIME 




HOMEMAKER 


STUDENT 


OTHER 


1 "K 


1 


0 

\3 


16 


1 


"1 


21 


1 


1 


14 


0 


0 


17 


0 


2 


11 


0 . 


0 


17 


0 


0 


18 


0 


0 


12 


0 


1 


8 




2 


14 


0 


1 
1 


12 


0 


1 
1 


13 


0 


0 


14 


1 • 


0 


15 


0 


2 


15 


0 


1 


11 

» 


0 ^ 


2 


16 


0 


2 


20 


0 


2 


J2 


0 


• 2 


25 


0 


2 


20 


0 


0 


13 


0 


0 


23 


0 


0 


19 


1 


0 " 


22 


0 


2 


22 


0 


2 


15 


0 


1 



0 #v 



Q-36 Occupation of respondents employed full time ^nd parttime 



< 
z 

*^ to — 
Ui z 
U. X 
O O 
Ui 

Fort Dodge 17^ 

Humboldt 11% 

Eagle Grove 19^ 

Webster City 20^ 

Clarion . . 18^ 

Rocahorttas 

Hanson- 17^ 

Gowrle* ' ' ^ 1Z% 
Rockwell City "20^ 

Jewell 18* 

Laurens 17* 

Be I mend 18* 

Lake City 18* 

Dayton 10* 

Goldfteld 17* 

LIvermore 12* 

Lehigh 7* 

Badger 20* 

Vincent - 9^ 

Cal lender 1^* 
Stanhope 

Clare ^* 

Farnhamvllle 5* 

Thor 11* 

Renwick 21* 

Havel ock 13* 

Rowan '5* 

Q TOTALS 17* 
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CO 
O 



MANAGERS, 
ADMINISTRAT 


SALES 


(clerical 


CRAFTSMEN, 
FOREMEN 


OPERATIVES 


99 
Li. 


8 


21 


10 


8 


19 


11 


lt» 


1 f\ 

10 


Q 


17 


11 


13 


13 


1 1 
1 1 


20 


5 


15 


12 


Q 
0 


LL 


1 n 

1 u 






7 


17 ■ 


12 




19 


c 


29 


6 


10 


16 


iT 
0 


17 


3 


20 


6 


O 
O 


12 


13 


15 


9 


0 


23 


8 


10 


9 


7 


23 


n 




9 


1. 
*f 


25 


8 


1*1 


l4 


i: 

0 


25 


12 


9 


10 


c 


13 


k 


12- 


lif 


3 


21 




11 


12 


1 u 


li» 


2 


]k 


10 


7 


7 


2 


13 


17 


21 


12 


12 


8 


23 


12 


2i} 


12 


9 


9 


9 


11 


6 


13 


13 


11 


25 


12 


■ 8 


10 


6 


11 


0 


22 


18 


15 


23 


7 


18 


20 


9 


19 


6 


11 


11 


9 


13 


7 


13 


9 


16 


30 


9 


k 


• 22 


13 


18 


9 


12 


12 


6 


19 


8 




12 


8 



CO 

a: 

UI 

cc 
o 

< 



to 

O Ui 

< < 

CO < 
Ui 

< < 



CO 

cc 

Ui 

a: 
o 

CO 

< 



CO 

a: 

Ui 

:^ 
O 

:5 



> 

cc 



6 
1 
It 

1 

2 
6 
6 
6 
4 
6 
1 
3 

7 
8 

12 
20 

3 

15 
6 
2 

11 
7 
6 
7 
0 
3 



2 
1 
0 

0 

2 
3 
2 
5 
2 
3 
1 
2 

25 
3 

15 
0 

5 
0 

9 

k 

15 

i» 

9 
6 
0 

12 



0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
1 

1 
1 
2 
0 
0 

0 
1 
2 
0 

0 

3 
i» 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
3 



12 
15 
15 
9 

10 
5 
13 
12 

17 
10 
13 

16 

13 
13 
\k 
12 

7 
9 

I*! 

19 
<t 
7 

17 
6 
9 
9 

12 
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Qr37 Approximate family income of respondent, before 





LESS THAN 


$3,000- 


$6,000- 


$ 9,000- 




$3,000 


$5,939 


$8,999 


$11 ,999 


Fort Dodge 


7% 


n 


16' 


17 


Humboldt 


7% 


ii» 


16 


18 


Eagle Grove 


]0% 


\k 


.--l'» 


17 


Webster City 


6% 


12 


19 


22 


Clarion 


B% 




21 


21 


Pocahontas 




9 


20 


20 


Hanson 


3% 


12 


]k 


20 


Gowrle 


\k% 


ii 


21 


\k 


Rockwell City 


]]% 


\k 




19 


Jewel 1 


]0% 


\k 


18 




Laurens 


1 1 6 


1 V 
1 1 


1 H 


19 


Belmond 


110/ 

1 1? 


1 H 


1 0 


22 


Lake City 


1 ^ (V 




16 


1o 


Dayton 


10% 


II 


li» 


22 


Gotdfield 


12% 


14 


\k 


23 


Li vermore 


18% 


13 


21 


19 


Lehigh 


17% . 


11 


12 


27 


Badger 


\% 


12 


17 


2k 


V 1 ncent 


6% 


11 


19 


11 


Cal lender 


13% 


12 


23 


18 


Stanhope 


13% 


1 0 


1 O 

19 


2b 


ClarCi ^ 


16% 


19 


11 


19 


Farnhamvl lie 


18% 


18 


19 


\k 


Thor 


10% 


21 


l^i 


12 


Renwlck 


11% 


13 


20 


16 


Havel ock 


15% 


17 


22 


22 


Rowan 


18% 


21 


16 


26 


TOTALS * 


11% 


13 


17 


20 



,9:. 2 5 



, In 197'<. 



$12,000- 


$15,000- 


$25,000 


$1A,999 


$24,999 ' 


AND OVER 


17 


24 


Q 

0 


17 


19 


8 


19 


20 


6 


18 


14 


9 


15 


16 


5 


18 


16 


8 


17 


19 


9 


19 


17 


5 


16 


16 


8 


10 


18 


6 


20 


1 Q 

lo 


7 


15 


16 


6 


1 1 




9 


18 


14 


11 


16 


18 


3 


13 


10 


6 


22 


9 


2 


23 


22 


I 


23 


23 


8 


17 


n 


6 


1 1 


1 o 

13 


3 


l^i 


19 


3 


14 


9 


8 


22 


17 


3 


18 


16 


6 


20 


3 


2 


9 


4 


5 


17 


16 


7 



Q-21 Do you consider yourself to be 
a leader In this community? 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
CTarlon 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrle 

Rockwell City 
Jewell 
Laurens 
jBe;lmond 
Lake City 

Day\on 
Goldfield 
Llvetmore 
Lehl^^h 

badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwick 
Have lock 
Rowan 



, TOTALS 



NO 


YES 


OZ'b 


10 


79% 


21 


80% 


20 


82% 


18 ^ 


85% 


15 


77% 


23 


81% 


19 


80% 


20 


81% 


19 


78% 


22 


79% 


21 


.81% 


19 


80% 


20 


81% 


19 


80% 


20 








16 






87% '^-^ : ; 


13 


68% 


32 


76% 


24 


76% 


24 


74% 


26 


74% 


26 


84% 


16 


76% 


24 


78% 


22 


79% 


21 


80% 


20 



Q-22 Do you think other community residents 
consider you to be a leader In 
thi s community? 





YES 




1ft 

1 o 




ZH 


77% 


23 


80^ 


20 


82% 


18 






77% 


23 


82% 


18 


80% 


20 


80% 


20 


78% 


21 


82% 


18 


79% 


21 


79% 


21 


79% 


21 






84% 


16 


83% 


17 


67% 


33 


69% 


31 


71% 


29 


71% 


29 


72% 


28 


83% 


17 


73% 


27 


72% 


28 


76% 


2k 


78% 


22 
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Q-9 Do you thi/ik you will be residing in this 
commuoity five years from now? 





DEFINITELY 
NOT 


PROBABLY 
NOT 


PROBABLY 


nr c 1 M i TCI V 
Ubr 1 N M lLT 


Fort "'^'^ne 


3% 


15 






Humboldt 


3% 


10 


5^ 


32 


Eagle. Grove 




11 


' 53 


31 


Webster CI ty 


]% 


I'* 


56 


30 


Clarion 


2% 


8 


55 


3h 


Pocahontas 


k% 


9 


51 


36 


Manson 


3% 




60 


33 


Gowrle 


k%' 


11 


56 


28 ' 


Rockwell City 


3% 


13 


51 


32 


Jewel 1 


3% 


9 


58 


30 


Laurens 




10 


^9 


38 


Belmond 


)i 




ti 


38 


Lake uity 


9* 
t-6 








Dayton 


k% 


12 


55 


30 


Goldfield 


e% 


<t 


55 


30 


Lf vernK>re 


s% 


8 


50 


37 


Lehigh 


k% 


10 


kB 


39 


Badger 


2% 


1 2 


CA 
po 




Vi ncent 


0% 


13 


53 


3h 


Ch] lender 


k% 


12 


62 


22 


t Stanhope 


]% 




55 


36 


Clare 


5% 


;o 


58 


27 


Fa^'nhamvi 1 le 


2% 


H 


53 


>i 1 


Tho. 


3% 


19 


5'» 


2'« 


-^RenwicK 
ncvAlock 


2% f 
2% 


13 

\k 


56 ^ 
52 


29 
33 


Ro\;an 


2% > 


13 


ek 


21 


TOTALS 
• 




10 




32 




;> 
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ADDITIONAL TABLES' 



The fol'lo^ihg tables summarize selected additional information available from respondents. 
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Summary Requested 





NO 


. . - YES 


Fort Dodg6 




• 46 


Hiimhn 1 e\t ' 




*»/ 






ft 

il 




0 1 ^ 




Clarion 




39 


D ^ ^ n ^ ^ tf* 

rocanon toS 






Hanson 






Gowr 1 e 






KocKwe M 1 1 ty 




PI 


Jewel 1 




40 


Laurens * 






Belmond 


r ii Q/ 




Lake City 




52 


Dayton 


56% 


44 


Goldf ield 


. 56% 


44 


Ll vermore 




58 


Lehigh 


57% 


43 


Badger 


54% 


46 


Vl,ncent 


44% 


56 


Cal lender 


■50% 


50 . 


Stanhope 


61% 


39 


Clare 


55% 


45 


Farnhamv^Mle ^ 


51% 


49 


Thor 


71% 


• 29 


Renwick 


47% 


53 


Have lock. 


52% 


48 


Rowan 


54% 


46 



Questionnaire Return Wave 



Fort Dodge 

Humboldt 
Jagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarion 

Pocahontas 

Harmon 

Gowrle 

Rockwell City 
Jewel 1 
Laurens 
Belmond 
Lake City 

Odyton 
Goldfleld 
Llvermore 
Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent 
Cal lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwlck 
Have lock 
Rowan 



ORIGINAL 
QUESTIONNAIRE 
RETURNED 

62% 

72% 

eh% 

7U 
66% 

7^* 
72% 
70% 

es% 

66% 

71* 
70* 
62* 
53* 

62* 
60* 
61* 

71* 
62* 

72* 
bk% 
B0% 
Sj% 
71% 



. FIRST 
REPLACEMENT 
QUESTIONNAIRE 
RETURNED 

2k 

26 
28 

25 
18 

21 
20 
23 
22 
18 
20 

19 
18 

18 
20 
27 
3k 

28 
27 
19 
21 
24 

23 
21 
14 
25 
15 



SECOND 

REPLACEMENT 
QUESTIONNAIRE 
RETURNED 

14 

10 
10 

13 
10 

14 
9 

10 
4 

10 
10 
12 
16 

10 
10 
12 

• 13 

9 
13 
20 

8 
14 

5 
14 

6 
16 
13 



TOTALS 



67* 



22 



11 
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Day Questionnaire Returned 



1 


6-20 


21-39 


40-^ 




50 


11 


3 


29* 


55 


1 2 




22* 


56 


17 


f, 


32* 


47 


lb 


5 


33* 


52 . 




2 


26* 


49 


6 


19 


29* 


?t 


12 


5 


36* 


43 


16 


1. 


38* 


50 


10 


2 


38* 




1 n 


J 






14 


k 






16 


3 


0 1<V 
^ 1 ^> 


46 


17 


5' 


28* 


52 


17 


3 


29* 


56 


1 2 


1, 


31* 


48 


17 


1, 


25* 


52 


ZZ 




22* 


58 


17 


3 


22* 


58 


14 


6 


1 /Z 


J J 


24 


6 


38* 


49 


10 


4 


17* 


5a 




c 


42* 


46 


9 


3 


37* 


44 


18 


2 


36* 


50 


11 


2 


26* 


45 


22 


? 


26* 


55 


16 


2 


30* 


51 


16 


4 



MEAN 

15 

14 
15 
14 
12 

15 
13 
13 
11 
11 
13 
13 
14 

13 
13 
14 
16 

14 
14 

17 
12 
16 
10 
13 
1 1 
16 
14 

14 
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COMMUNITY COMMENTS 



On the final pag^. the questionnaire, each respondent was given the opportunity to write 
detailed remarks about the community. Approximately 20^ of th'^ respondents took advantage of this 
offer (see next table). Percentages for respondents ^ivi ng comments that could be evaluated as 
positive (for example: "businessmen are really helpful," "great place to raise a family") or negative 
("nothing for youth to do," "we need a doctor") are Incjuded in the final table. Interpretation 
should be carefully conducted, because the number of respondents was very small in this instance. 



Conwents on the Community (last paga or the questionnaire). 



Fort Dodge 

Hunbotdt 
Eagle Grove 
Webster City 
Clarlfon 

Pocahontas 

Hanson 

Gowrle 

Rockwell City 
Jei^ll 
Laurens 
Belmond 
Lake Cfty 

Dayton 

Goldfletd 
^ Llvermore 
\ Lehigh 

Badger 
Vincent, 
Cat lender 
Stanhope 
Clare 

Farnhamvl 1 le 
Thor 
Renwtck 
Have lock 
Rowan 



NO 

COMMENTS 

83% 

73% 
60% 
85% 
77% 

7Q% 
78% 
83% 
81% 
78% 
81% 
82% 
76% 

80^ 
77% 
80% 
79% 

80% 
62% 
78% 
76% 
83% 
71% 
82% 
80% 
80% 
80% 



ALL 
NEGATIVE 

10 

6 
12 

6 
11 

11 
11 
5 

10 

6 
10 

7 

7 

9 
7 
8 
1 1 

8 

16 
8 
k 
0 
8 
8 
5 

10 
7 



MOSTLY 
NEGATIVE 

1 

1 

2 
2 
2 

1 
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 

2 
1 

4 
2 
2 

1» 

2 
0 
3 
0 
2 

3 
0 
0 
0 



NEGATIVE/ 
POSITIVE 

1 

3 
1 

2 
3 

1 

2 
0 
1 
3 
2 
1 
2 

3 
k 

/; 

6 
3 
6 
0 
2 
0 
2 
k 
0 



MOSTLY 
POSITIVE 

1 



2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

0' 

1 

2 

0 
1 
1» 
1 

3 

2 
k 

5 
2 
0 
2 
0 
1 



TOTALS 



80% 



8 





kIC 1 TUC D 




ALL 


MCrATM/C HR 

NtviM 1 1 Vt ur\ 


N, 


POSITIVE 


POSITIVE 


2 


1 


288 


8 


2 


297 


3 


1 


283 


» 


1 


3oa 


6 


1 


273 


D 


1 

1 


234 


3 


2 


216 


6 


2 




4 


1 


222 


6 


2 


130- 


5 


1 


223 


7 


1 ■ 


2/ « 


1 n 


2' 


2^2 




I 


185 


7 


2 


l63 


3 


0 


109 


3 


2 


\kl 


1, 


1 
1 




J, 
** 


9 




5 


z 


1 nL 
1 u*t 


3 


8 


109 


5 


5 


i»2 


11 


3 


107 


2 


5 


o2 


7 


2 


123 


4 


1 


69 


9 


2 


87 


5 


2 


4627 
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Posltlve^and Negative Community Comments (last page of the questionnaire) 





A 1 1 

ALL 


MOSTLY 


NEGATIVE/ 


MOSTLY 


All 

ALL 




kirp AX 1 \/c 
NtGATI Vt 


NEGATIVE 


POSITIVE 


nf\ c 1 1 Iff" 

POS IT! VE 


POS ITIVE 


Fort Dodge 




8 


8 


4 


15 


§1 1- - 1 

numDoiat 




5 


IH 


5 


f. f. 


Eagle Grove 


oS% 


1 1 


1. 


1. 

4 


17 


Webster tity 




1 1 


1 H 


7 


23 


01 ar- ton 




10 


12 


3 


26 


rowanon uoS 








1 n 

1 u 




nanson 


1)1)* 


■7 

7 


1 n 


1 Z 


17 


uowr le 




111 


u 


1 1 




Rockwell City 




f .5, 


8 


13 


20 


Jewell 


3U 


' 12 


15 


12 


31 


Laurens 
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